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»MINLTION =- continued 
do you remember me telling last night that the only 
prisoners of war handed over to the police were those guilty of crimes 
or misdemeancrs? 

I did not express myself that way. I said if the police ape 
prehended prisoners of war they were those whe committed a crime during 
the escape, and ar a know they 1 etrined by the police, were 
not returned to the camp, In other cascs, how the pclice kept prisoners 

f war, without returneng them to a camp, that I could gather from interroga- 
tions and explanations here. 

Would you lock at Document De569? Would you lock first at the 

ftehand corner, which shows thot it i document published by 
the Oberkommando der Wehrmacht? 
cument which I have before me, in the upper leftehand 
li-wing: The Reichsfuehrer SS and the Inspector of 


Concentration Campos == 


It is a document dated the 22nd of November, 1941. Have y 


Yes, I have it now. 
Now, lock at the left-han” bottom corner, as to distribution. 
person tc whom it is distributed is the Air Minister and 
Commander—in-Chief of the Sir Force in 22 November 1941. That would be you. 
That's correcte I wovld like to m: the following statement 
in connection with this. 
Just for a moment I woule like 2 to appreciate the document 
snd then make your statement uy j shan't stop youe I want you tc 


look at the third sentence in parastaph onee This is dealing with Soviet 


prisoners of war, ycu understand, The third Sentemece says: If escaped 
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s ann An > wi his 
Soviet prisoners of war are returned to the camp in accordance with this 


a à Aa kats > 
be handed over te the nearest service station of the 


and tren paragraph two deals with the special 


t 


r commit crimes owning t > fact that at present 


positior 


vhese misdemeanors cn the part of Soviet prisoners of wer are particularly 
frequent, due most likely to living nitions still being somewhat un- 
settled, the following temporary regulations come into force, It may be 
amended later. If a Soviet prisoner cf war commits any other offense then 
the commandant of the camp must hanc the guilty man over to the head of 
the Security Police. 

Do I understand that this <ocument is Saying a man who escaped 
will be handed over to the Security Police? You understand this document 

hande ver to the Secret Police, a ma 


yimmits 





Rea Tm 


a crime, as you mentioned, will be handed over to the securitv Police, Wasn't 


that the condition that obtained from 1941 up to the date we are dealing with 
in Murch, 1944, 
I would like to read the few preceding paragraphs so that no sentences 
will be torn from contexte 
SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFFE: I thought your Honor might have read it. 
My Lord, while the witness is reading the document, might I go over the 
technical matter of the arrangement of exhibits? When I cross examined Ficld 


Marshal Kesselring I put in three documents, U.K.-66, which becomes Exhibit 


4; D-39, which becomes C B 5s C,-91 which becomes ¢.B 


this document will become G.Be-277. 
Have you had an opportunity of reading it, witness? 


— 


res, I have. 
Then I am right, am I not, that the Soviet prisoners of War who 
after their return to the camp handed over to the Secret 
they committed a crime thoy wer: o be handed over to the 
t right? 
exactly correct. would like to point to the third sentence 


, 
nararranh 
MAPrAPrrANN. 


is returned 
you have just 


station of the 


Secret State Police an 


es an explanation. 


occurring frequently but byt 


this war there 
came from subordinate 
rere transmitted, and - dees not mean that cach of these many 
ıs transmitted to the Commander-in-Chicf; only the most decisive and 
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most important were shown to be he The others went from department to 


‘department. and this order camo and is signed not by the Chief of the High 


Command but by one of the subordina‘ e officers. 





ni 
MN 
Ern H0089 — 0006 


That order would be dealt with oy the prisoner-of-war department of 
your ministry, wouldn!. `t? 
A Ths resort or department, according to channels vhi ch these orders 


took, received this order, but no other resort or caepartment received it, 


A 


Q I think the answer to my cuestion must be, yes, it would be dealt with 
. be 3 hj an Ags 3ni tee s q + bL 9 
by your prisonersof-war department » your ministry;; isn's that so? 
A J would say yes, 


It is quicker, you seo, if you say "Yes" in the be ginning, ; do you 
understand? 


No; there is a difference whether I per sonally have read theorder or 


I will take my attitude as to responsibility. 


Well now, the escape — 


TE FRESIDENT; Yow weren't asked dhout responsibility; you were asked 


whether it would be dealt with hy your prisorer-of-war department, 


BY STR NAVLI) WA XWRLI-FYFE: 


Q Now, the escape about mhich I am asking you tock place on the night of 


the 24th to the 25th of March, I vant you to have that date in mind, Tre 
J 


decision to mrder these young officers must have been taken very quickly, 


because the first murder y 2S, which actually took place, on the 26th of March, 
Do you agree witi 
A TI assune given 


immediately, but it had no 


Q No, no; thet document; we are going into the 


murder of these The Grossfahndung—a general hue and ery » I «ink, 


would be the British translLation—wes also 


issued at. once in order that these 
mn should be eiwtested ; 


That is correct. W “never there was an wszape where sone pris oner s 


automatically in the vhole Reich a hue ond ery took effect, that is, 


tices had to watch to apprehend che orisorers, 


in order to give tins order to murder these en, 


and for 
gvossfahndung, there must 


have bean a ne ting of Hitler it inerate with H lmmler or 
altenbrumer in order that that order would be isn't that so? 
A Tiat is correct so far as I heard afterwards; and as I said, Himmler ~ 
was the first to report this escape to the Fuelrer, 


6254 





Now, General We:thoff, who was in defendant Koitel!s 
iwesen, in his prisoner-of-war sot-up, says this that "On a date >» Which 
think was the 26th, Ke seid to him, "This morning Goering reproacted me 
the presence of Himmier for having let sone more prisoners of war escape, 
ard ofl" Do you say tnat General Westhoff is wrong? 
is not in accordance with the fact, General Westhoff is 
referring to an expression of General Field Marshal Keitel's, This utt erance 
could not accuse K: > he culd not 
was his reponsibilit; 
the defendant Keitel's officers dealing with this matter was 
general inspector, General Rocttich. I don't know if vou know him, 
A Jo. 
Q Well, General Westhoff, as one could underst: nd, is very anxious 
do with it, and 
completely excluded 
these imtters were taken out of his hands. A sparen tly 
he Fuehrer in the morning, that is to say, 
Field iarshal Keitel, and Goering, which 
himself also tock a hanc 
s when officers escaped Yo oy that is wrong? You were 
’nfereénce? 


enersl Westhoff; 


So that we find that you don't think 


Westhoff is wrong? Y cc, Westhoff, he was 


telat ante na naw ha t+. ` N A roOnape l 
unan, ^na now ne LENES 2 y May OY general, 


u 


M2 AOI 


089 -0007 
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Q Now, General We.thoff, who was in defendant Koitel'!s Kriegsgefangen- 
en, in his prisoner-of-war sot-up, says this that "On a date, which I 
26th, Keitel said to him, "This morning Goering reproached ne 


p 1 


presence of Himmier for having let some more prisoners of war escape. 
yas unheard ofi" Do you say that General Westhoff iswrong? 
accordance with the fact, General Westhoff is 
referring to on expression ners Lelc hal Keitel's, This utterance 
iliogical, for I could not accuse Keitel; 
ave said that, The guarding was his reponsibilit; 
One of the defendant Keite of fic ecling with this matter was 
general inspectar » General Rocttich, on know if you know him, 
A No. 
Q Well, General Westitoff, as one could understand, is very anxious 
to assure everyone that his senior officer had nothing to do with it, and 
he goes on to say this about General Roettich: "He was completely excluded 
from it by the fact that these mtters were taken out of his hend Apparently 
time conference with the Fuehrer in the morning, that 
onference vetwoen Himmler, Field Marshal Keitel, 
pre:ence, the Fuehrer himself 
winen officers escapeds" You say that is wrong? You were 
no such conference? 
A Iwas 
giving 
So ths 


Westhoff is wrong? You see, Westhoff, he was a colonel 


a major general, 


YAM AM 
H0089 -0008 
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he asks that the senior officers be questioned sbout it; 
"It should be possible to find that out, that Himmlcr mode th 
čne Fuehrer--to find that out from Goering who wa 
conferon ce," zain an gain Westhoff, who ’ is a comparatively 
officer, is saying that the truth about the mtter can be discovered 
from his seniors. You say that it can't? 

A I would not say that; I om just saying thet General Viesthorf — 
I would just like to say that Generel Westhoff was never present for even a 
moment, therefore he can not say I know or I saw it; that Reichs=ershal 

ring was present, is addant a ne may have nesrd it, 

Q What he says i you know, that Keitel blamed him, as I have read 
to you; that Keitel went on to say to him at Gencral wn Gracwonitz!s 
General, ‘these escapes must stop, We must set an ample, We shall take 

uly telling you that, for men who hve 
majority of them are dead already," 
fou never heard anything 
ther present at this conversation--Keitel with Gracwenitz—— 
at the confcrence—Fuchrer-Himmcr, As for as’I know General Westhoff 


A 


be testifying Lere, and in additional General Ficld Marshal Keitel will 


I come on to your om 
ministry. 1p ose An generai you take responsibility for the actions of 
the officers of your ministry from th ank of ficld officer ond above? 

-- colonels and ma; gconerols ond lieutenant generels? 
If they acted according my directives and my instructions, yes; 
acted against m 
Well now, just let us sec what happened in your om 

know that--do you know thet Colonel Welde mde a personal investigation of 


Lo 


Did you know that? 


.rticulers about this investigation, as I exiained ye sterday, 


0t know; I know only that investigations did tske place, 
wes a Monday, did you know that there 


Just let me tell you who were 


mind to it you will know: 
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represented by Colonel Walde, beesuse Lieutenant General Grosch had another 
mecting, so he ardered his deputy to attend; the defendant Keitel's 


organization was represented by Colorcl von Reurmont 3 the Gestapo was 


+ 


represented by Gruppenfuehrer Iheller; the Krip was roproscnted by 


Gruppenfuchrer Nebe, Now, these officers were of course not on the policy 
level, but they were high executive officers who had to desl with the actual 
facts that were carried out, were they not? 

A They were not execubive officers, So for as excative was 
concerned, it is not estcblished for an officer. For the first question 
wnether I knew about this meeting, I woud say no. Coloncl Waldo I do not 
even know personally, 

Q You mem to sa, you are telling the Tribunal, that you were never 
told bout this meeting st ony time? 

z that, 
Q I just wnt you to look atelet hin hive Welder ts statement =- 
you to look at the ctement of o the officers of your om 
ministry on this point, 
nd—I am sorry I haven't another Gernan copy, but I will got one in due 
course—and in my copy, wi tness, it is at the foot of page tvo, the 
beginning of the paragraph which I went you to look at is: 
recaptured urisoners were not to be taken back to their 
a order issued several weeks previously"—can you 
ouid I find that? 
glish version it is at the middle of the second 
page, ond I went to ask you about the=-the middle of that paragraph, I 


dontt know if you sce 2 n-eme—it stds out in my copy—-Myjor Dr, 


p. 


3 the sentence ^fter the name Major Dr, Huchmemoerder 


"On this Monday"—nheve you got it? 


you. "Un this Monday a conference took place at 
doadquarters (Roichssichorungshauptamt) at Berlin, Albrechtsstrasse. 


As for as I remember this conference had bean called by the Director of 


IMM IT 
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aes ng 


Prisorers of iar, OK, Kriegsgefengenen Wesen, 


represmntative of ‘Luftwaffe Inspektion 17', since Genorsl Grosch was unable 


to attend in person, for reasons which I cannot rememer; the Director of 


Prisoners of War, as far as I know, was represented by Oberst von Reurmont, 
while the Security Office wos represented by Gruppenfuchrer Muclier and 
Gruppenfuehrer Nebe, the Chief of the Kriminalpolizei at thet time. I find it 
impossible to give a verbatim account of the conversation or to state what 
was said by cvary single person, But I remember this much; thet we were 
informed sbout a conference which hed teken picc the irovious day, that is 
Sunday, at the Fuchrer's headcuarters in comoection With mss esespe from 
of witich heated discussi had taken place between 
In this connection the nomes of Himmler, Gooring, and. 
mentioned, Whether Ribsentrop's name was also mentioned I do 
mentioned, At this conference appropriate 
have been discussed, or taken, to chock any such mss 
s was not di Later and 
ehrer Mucller decl:red that requisite 
orders had already bem given and put into effe the ~rovious morning, 
Rogerding the search ‘scoped jrisoners (Grossfahndung) he could or would 
not nake any statenent; he : erely deciared tha according to reports so 
for reecived shootings had talken plsece 2t sono points for atteapted escapes, 
I think ho səid the number wos ton or fifteen. 
"after these last remrks by Gruppen fuehror Mucller, which 
unmistskeably coused a suattering effect, it beesme clear to ro that a 
decision had bem mde by the hi ghest authority, and that therefore any 


intervention by subordinate dora rtment impossible snd pointless. 





t a of oe ars a d 
Now, this was announced at 


executives, that the 
3 


5 


Tribunal that this matter was ma 


one of your own officers, 
Saying that? 


A I am still sayi: 


Beene ae, ia 
of this meeting, and this 


~ 1 ama a . a bel saat s ~ 
not making any assertion. 
eian Fha sinni ne p 
lon the beginning of 


"In this matter of 


KLS OLLicer 


r -í ad 


officer 


UM NT 


89 -0012 


that I would call 
Are you telling this 
ives, including 
never t you still 
not receive anything, any news 
assuming certain na: 


third part, would li 


a eee 
D ua lou 


NT E ener Be eee 
take be taken 


will show 


Grosch's 


e 
wae D 


you like, you can, to 


s—=to try to find the place? 


cad this document first, to 


cember 1945 I was told 
and then he wrote it down. 


Do you see at 





NN 


the foot of the page an account of the pyramid in your ministry of 


administration? Do you sec that at the foot of page 1? 


at the foot of page 1 the pyramid? 
I am not that far along; I beg your pardon, 
It comes about the fourth paragraph, 
I can see it, but I wanted to read the 
arrived at that point. 


Then, if you will look about four 


ays after the day 


pyramid 


is Part C 


the day of the escape=-I cannot remember the 
lore==Oberst Walde informed me W had called a 
conference in Berlin--I beliove on the premises of a high SS and police 
authority, and that the inspectorate was to send representatives. I 
should have liked to have gone myself but had to end an 
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Veer aren 
: 3 in Be € as representat; 
erence in Be asked | S ro] : 


1 > 
ULVO è 


uehrer to 


ne of 


} hat ne hot vrac 
their b ¢ shot was 


T Ddr P 
imi. TWAL 4 


sneral 





(MA 


if the British 
breach of the 


endange 


prisoners of war would have to be oxpocte asked General Foerster 


briny tha matban + Lhe EE ne A Ain eam ints a alae 3 ‘hegre 
bo bring the matter to the notice he Reichsmarschall even this 
~~ | $ ad € 
anda to S press 


+ 


rster 


> ay 1 1 1 I k 
- n yq + c A lAmManrah 
Lary Of obav Cis PPALTCLOMarsnd 


4 


for Goering 
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21 MarchelM-DYR--1 H0089 -0016 
I object to this procedure under the assumption that the same rules 

or cross-examination as for testimony. By that I mean that we are 
to be satisfied with an affidavit end rest on an affidavit, if the pose 
sibility is at hand that the Prosecution, with ut difficulty, can summon the 
witness in order to have him testify before the Tribunal, so that the 

in a positicn to cross examine these witnesses. 
Dre Etahmer, what you have said is entirely inaccurate, 

The rules with reference tbi 35S exomination arc not the same as rules 
withrferenee to cxamination in chief, and what is 
moment is that the Defendant Goering 1 
He has said that he knew nothing about this 


examined to prove that he 


in such a matter that the witness wil > brought here 
not change the fact that, a ccording to 


affidavit is a less desirable means then 


LRESTHANT map 
etd bah aia dad dad L d wv hg 


iz that the rules f 


The witness at 


the truth. 
-- I think his 


That is an 


Yes» I quite understand, Mr. Presidents but I am intereste 


ty 3 


sibility of calling in the people who are mentioned in 


Well, you can apply to 


fi 


BY BIR DAVID MXVELL-FYF 


H ? ri Ho 
i) i debdi k ddo 


1 


understand, what I am suggesting to you is that here was a 


mas not only known in the OKW, nct only known in the Gestapo 
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Mar cheM-DiR=); 


ne KRIPO, but was known to your 


al Grosch tha 


Sucgesting to yuu, that it is ah 


dil 


se u knew n 


circumstances 


wT 
P 


in the 


tah 
esta 


1 like to lish 


in the German interpretation regarcin 


lowing 


the fol 


Te 
Jo 


MAXWELL FYF he Tri. 


You have already been told 


any atterwards, and 


make 1 


explanation 
BY SIB DAVID MAXWELL FYE 


3 


in view 


Do you stil 


ee 
say, 


statements from the officers of your 


ut this? 


aly 
Lid 


Tre 
ye 


here th 


but chief 


points. 


and Gener 


E > hi The Tt 


ak to you about it?" 


Pes 


are sayin: u knew nothing 


own 


D. 


thet ycu must an 


at General 


of 


ut it, 


i 


perations, Gencral 


"ield Marshal Milch., 


4 


| de « + la. 
- untrue that 


methine First, 


the first objection by Dre Stahmer, 


sunal deesn't want u tec 


n that is put tc 


questi 


erar q 
wv 


or a question directly and 


sh rten ite 


cf that evidence 


UYA 
ead 


n s ` $ 
ministry, 


was not chief 


another branch of the ministry, me 


ef te 


erring 


1 wh this 


ether he 


an 


regrettably he was 


al Fieldmarshal Milch 


erster never spoken 


idn't General Foerster 


marshal Milch 


when leaving the 


626) 
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ds not wish to push res shoulders of 


n the shoulders of your junior officers. 


ordinates, and I an establishing -- and this 


Cmarshal Milch did not say that he reported this m 





Ton 


to mes and, seconcly, that the cate when Foerster told Milch about this is 
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not established. It is entircly possible that the exact date when these 


matters took place, I have been told by one of my other officers, is decisive, 


anc I maintain that I was not present when the Fuehrer gave his deerce about this 
anc. when I heard about it I contradicted it in the strongest way. But it WAS y 

as I was told, too late, A few were shot later, but it was not known at the time 
an the particulars as to time I did not have, but most of them had been shot 
alreacy, 

Point 3: Those who had escaped, who were captured in the cirect 
vicinity of this camp, were recaptured by our men and returned to the camp and 
were not transported off, Those prisoners who were apprehended by the police, 
and before this decree of the Fuchrer was issued, were returned to the campy 
were not transported off, anc were not shot. 

Q You know that, accoraing to Welend, who is going to give evidence, 
the selection of the officers to be shot ==- a list as regards the selection of 
officers to be shot -- a list had been preparec by the camp authorities at the 
request of Department 5, that is, of the RSHi=+-KRIPO Department, in which those 
officers were regarded as disturbing elements, plotters, and escape leaders, 
having been specifically mentioned. The names were selected either by the 
commancant or by one of these officers, Thereupon, the shooting of the officers 
mentioned by name was accordingly ordered by Department 4 of the RSHA and core 
responding instructions sent to the Staatspolizci, 

are you telling the Tribunal you didn't know that your own officers 
were selecting the men to be shot on the ground that they were plotters and 
esc2pe leaders? In any other service in the world, attempt to escape is re- 
garced as a duty of an officer, isn't it, when he is a prisoner of war? Isnit 
that so? 

That is correct, anc I have emphasized that, To the first question, 

I would like to establish very definitely that we are concerned with the 
utterance of a man who will be testifying as a witne Whether he actually 
wanted a list and saw a list, his utterance is illogical, There was no selece 
tion of shootings, Those were shot who were apprehenced by the police, without 
exception, and those who had not been returned to the camp, There was no selec- 


tion according to those who were a disturbing factor, but those whe were returned 





0 


to the camp were not shot. Those who were recaptured by the police beyond the 
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camp, accorcing to the Fuehrer's cecree, were shot without exception. There- 
fore, the utterance is entirely illogical and not in accord with the facts, 
I <ic not hear about the list nor about the carrying out of these 


I know nothing about it, I personally pointec cut to the Fuehrer 


repeatedly that it is the cutr of these officers to escape, anc that after their 


return after the war, as for as I could recall, they would have to prove this 
on their return to England, 

You reneiber that the government of Germany sent an official note 
about this matter, saying that they had been shot while resisting orrest while 
trying to escape? 

With the reply to this note I hear? for the first tine that this 


p 


note had been sent. I did not participate in the formulating of the note, I 
know its contents only through tne reply, for I happened to be there when the 
reply came in, 
9 I am not at the moment on the point thet everyone now 
the note was a complete anè utter lie, I amon the point of the 
of this matter, Do you know that General Westhoff 
"Then, when we read this note 
taken aback, We all clutched our 
will be here, it 
nights on end, not 
You will agree, won't you 2 as a griz nd difficult 


Ser ous aiid 





00 
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Ae Not only that I found this matter serious but I myself considered it 
as the worst matter during the whole war and expressed mysclf definitely and 
clearly on this point and later, when I knew of the contents of the note, I 
knew that this note was not in accordance with the truth. I was upset and ex- 
pressed my statement, that as 2 result I told my General Quartermaster to 
direct a letter to the OKV that we did not wish to keep the camps for prisoner; 
of war any longer beeause 
with them any longer. 

And according to your evidence in chief, what you did was to turn to 

asking him if he had received the order, and then you said, "I told 
him what excitement would result in my branch because we could not understand 
such measures and if he had received such orders, he would please inform me 
before carrying thom through so that I would have- the possibility to prevent 


Windi 


such orders ing carried through, if nossible:" and then you said that 
f hiig ; 3 


you "talked to e Fuchrer and that he confirmed that he had given the order 


ce, still had enough influence 
in Gormany, in your own opinion 0 ven Eimmler issuing such orders or 
carrying =-=- I am sorry, I said "issuing" =- carrying out such ordcrs,. 
Ae You are interorotine my statement completely wronge I told Himmler 
it was his duty to call me before the execution of this matter, to give m 
the possibility even ot this time to use y decreased influence to prevent the 
Fuphrer from carryiar out this decree did not wish to say that I would hav 
been completely successful through this attempt but it was a matter of course 
as chief of the Luftwaffe, I would 
it would have been his dut: to let me kno 
who was most concerned with this matter told th hrer in very clear 
words just how I felt and saw from hi i taas if I had known before this 
in advance, I could not have prevented thi ree, we > keep in mind 
that two different matters or channels are a erned. This order was not giver 
Luftewaffe, that these people were to be shot through the Luftwaffe but 


cr was given to the police. If the Fuchrer had told me "I will persist 


this decree which I gave the police," I wuld not have been able to tell the 
=~ 6268 =- 
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police not to carry through the Fuehrer's decree; only if this decree should 
have becn executed through my people, I would have had the posssibility perhaps 
to circumvent this decree and I would like to emphasize this point strongly. 

Qe Fell, that may be your view that you couldn't have gotten anywhere 
with the Fuchrer, but I suggested to you that when all these officers that I 
mentioned knew abut it, you knew about it and that you did nothing to prevent 
these men from being shot but cooperated in this foul series of murders. 

THE PRESIDENT: Sir David, are you passing from that now? 

SIR DAVID MAXVELL=FYFE; 

THE PRESIDENT: You are putting in evidence these two documents? 

STR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFF: I am utting them ine I put them to the witness, 


De731 will be GB 280 an: De730 will be GB 279. 


And should you not refer verhans to the second paragraph 
Y i t f © fa 


DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: Yes, surece 
PRESIDENT: It shows that apparently that in the early hours of the 
Sth of March the matter was communicated to the office of the adjutant of the 
Roiehsmarshall -- the second paragraph beginnin: with "the escape", 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL-F ie > escape of about 20 to 30 prisoners, thi 
exact number having to be ascertained by rollcali, was reported by telephone 
from the Sagan Camp to the Inspektion in the carly hcurs of the 25th of March, 
Saturday morning, and duly passed on in the same way by this office to the 
higher authorities which were to be informed in case of mass CSCAPCS.e 
weres One, the Office of the Adjutant of the Reicarmarshalle Two, the OKW, 
for Directors of these prisoners of ware Three che Inspector General of 

Air Ministry. I am much 
You must romembor that the wirness cid aunit yesterday afternoon tha: 
the news e > had besn given to the office of his nadjutante 

THE PR°SIDENT: 

SIR DAVID MAXVWELL-FYFi I am much obliced to Vous 

escape was transmitted to us relatively quickly and on 


the utterances that you made, I would like to say that on assertions made, that 
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I will insist for now, that T heard about this incident retroactively after- 
subsequently. 


+ 


DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 
- 
I have put my questions on the incident. pass to snother point. I 
want to ask you just two or three questions about the evidence that you rave 


evidence of your own witness Herr Dahlerus, who 


the 25th of August 1939, after an interview 


a telephone conversation with you on the 24th, I just want you to fix the 


because it is sometimes difficult t: remember what these dates are. At 


persuade the British Government to 


would deal wi the questions of 


That is correct 
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fou know perfectly well, cad you not, that as far os the Fuchrer was 

concerned, Danzig and the Corridor was not the resl matter operating 
in his mind at alle hill y u let me remind y.u what he sais on the 23rd of 
"Danzig is nct the subject of the dispute at alls; it is a question of 


expandin,, cur livin. supplies and 


f the s ttlement of the Baltic probleme"you knew that, cidn't you? 


I knew that he hzd said those things at that time but I have alread 


<46] 


inted out repeatedly, in order to get the value of these conferences, we 


i} 


have to consider the entire political pictures it the moment of these 
negotiations with England, we were ec necrned only with Danzig anc the Corridor 


and only with that pr 


Th 


Well, you say that d Spite what Hitler said 
at that moment Hitl 


itler 3 Ly concerned with Danzig 


you say that seri 
That I assert in all seri-usnes that in the situation then applying 


Any acts by Hitler. 


f august at the moment. I want you 


now just to remember two y n what j said, with r 


ly ard 


durin, the mornin you rememoer, you had a telephone 
conversaticn with him at 11330 on the 2th? On the 25th, were you sufficiently 
in Hitler's confivonce t proffer the note verbale 


t 


Yes, cf course. 
at that time, when you 
given t the Bricvish Am>ass-c as 
Din: attack Folan on the mornin 
é a disturbance 


I think there is some nechanical 


d thine to adjourn now fur a few minutese 
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Qe You told me, Jitness, that the arrangements to attack Poland on the 
morning of the 26th were changed on the evening of the 25th. Before I come to 
that, I will ask you one or two eeeees 

No, I didn't do that. 

Wait a minute, I'm sorry, but that is what I understood you to say. 

No. I said explicitly that already, on the evening of the 25th, the 
attack had been cancelled. That is, the attack for the morning of the 26th. 
Technically, militarilly, it is impossible that a large attack of the whole 
armed force should be cancelled on the evening before the attack. The fastest 
time possible for such a change to be made would be 24 hours, or even 48 hours 

Qe At the time you had asked Dohlerus to go to England on the 24th. It 
was still the plan that the attack would take place on the 26th. Was not your 
object in sending Dahlerus to have t ish Government di ssing their nex 
move when the attack took place, in de o mike it more difficult for the 
British Government? 

No, I want to emphasize that -- d pé ] ould have the documer 
to recollect it -- that when I sent Dahlerus at that time and when, at that 
time, Sir Neville had been handed a note on be e Fuehrer, the attack 

been cancelled è e o 

Let me remind you of what you said yourself 

he day when England gave her official guarantei 

of August. The Fuchrer called to me on the phone and told me he had 
stopped the planned invasion of Poluid. asked him then whether it was just 
temporary or for goode He said 'No, I will have tə see whether we can elimin: 
British interventions! I asked him 'Do you think that it will be definite 
within four or five days?* Isn't that right? 

Ae I did say it like that but I did not say that this occurred on the 
25the I said that when the Fuchrer was clear about the guarantee it would be 
givene I emphasized that once more, 

Qe That was what I was quoting to youe when the official cunrantec was 

given, the treaty was signed at 5:30 on the evening of the 


am putting your own words to yous It was after that that the Fuchrer ranr yo 
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up and told you the invasion was offe Do you wish to withdraw your statement 
that it was after the official guara: tee was given to Poland? 

Ae I emphasize once moree After we knew that the guarantce would be 
given =- it is necessarily clear to you too that if the signing took place at 
5:30 P.M. on the 25th the Fuchrer would know about it slightly later if that 
was the time. Therefore, the Fuchrer would then have to call a conference 
and at the earliest, it was possible to concel it during the night. Every 
military expert must know that that is an absolute impossibility. 

“hat I wanted to say in my statement was that when the Fuchrer was clear 
about the fact that the guarantee would be given, and I emphasize once 

have not seen the record e e e 

Qe I admit that I don't Imow anyi 
you were still in Hitler's con 
fact that Signor Atolico cameo 
Army and Airforce were not ready for a cammairn? 

ourse I was tolc ate 


That was why the orders for the ack were cancelled on the 26th, 


true under any circumstances, because when the 
Italian assistance came into play, it was the fact that a mimber of people 
doubted i value. During all the days of proceeding tension, it was becoming 
obvious because of certain demands made by the Italians which we found im- 
shat Hitler was trying to evade the whole situation, The 
Fuchrer was convinced that the British Government had, in the meantime, heard 
about Italy's attitude and their resolve to become our allye 

Qe Iwill put to you your own account of what the Fuchrer said. 

"I will have to see whether we can eliminate British intervention." Isn! 
it correct that you tried, through Mre Dahlerus, in every way, to try and 
eliminate British intervention? 

Ae Not at any time did I attempt that. It was my entire intention 


avoid the war with England. If it was possible to avoid that war on th 


of an agreement with Poland, then that would have heer 


nq 
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with England could be avoided in spite of a war with Poland, then that was my 
task also. It was clearly apparent, even after the beginning of the Polish 
campaign on the 5th of September, that I still made every attempt to avoid a 
war with England, In other wordsy to avoid a spreading of the war, 
Qe In other wrds, what you were trying to do from the 25th onwards was 
to get England to try and agree and help the Reich in the return of Danzig 
and the Polish Corridor, wasn't that right? 
That, of course, is quite clearly expressed. 
you remember the interview with Mr. Dahlcruse It was the inter- 
you colored the portions on the map. I only want you to have it 
in your I say 11:30 on the 29th of August it won't mean anything to 
youe I want you to see i > that I can ask you one or two questions about it 
You remomber, at that timo, that you were upset at the interview which 
had taken place when Hitler handed Henderson the German reply and there had 


been the remark about the ultimatum, Do you remember that? 
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Yes, of course I was upset, sines that completely disturbed my 
whole position, 

Q And is this correct? Mr. Dahlerus says on page 72 of his book 
that you came out with a tirade, strong words against the Poles. Do you remember 
that he quotes you as saying, "Wir kennen die Polen"? Do you remember that? 

A Yes, of course. You must consider the situation at the time. I had 
heard about the excesses and I wouldn't stand and tell a neutral man, Dahlerus, 
I considered Germany guilty and the Fol.es completely innocent. The whole 
situation was like that, and it is correct that I did say that, 

Q Are you still an admirer of Bismarck? 

I admire Pismarck absolutely, but I have never said that I ama 
Pismarck, 

Q No, i am not suggesting that, I thought you might have in mind his 
remark about the Poles. Do you remember, "Haut doch die Polen, dass sie am Leben 
verzagen", "Let us strike the Poles until they lose the courage to live"? 

Is that what was in your mind at the time? 
No, I had such thoughts all the less since for years I was genuinely 
aware of the fact I had the friendship of Poland. 

Q You have been quite frank about your general intention 2nd I am 
not going to take time on it, but I just want to put one or two subsidiary 
peints,. 

You remember the passage that I read from ¥r. Dahlerus! book about the 
airplane and the sabotage, that he said that you had skid to him, mentioning the 
defendant Ribbentrop -- you remember that passage? You have given your explanat’ 
and I just want to << 

Yes, yes, I gave that explanation and I made it quite clear, 

Q Now, your explanation was that Herr Dahlerus was confusing your 
concern that his airplane should not be shot down in making his yourney. That 
is putting your explanation fairly, isn't it? You are saying that Herr Dahlerus 
was confused. What you were saying was vour concern that his airplane should not 
be shot down, Isn't that right? That is æ I understood it, 

A No, I think I have expressed it very clearly, Would you like me to 


give it again? I will repeat it. 
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Dahlerus, who stood in the witness box here used the words, "I mst 
correct myself," when he was asked about Ribbentrop, I am quoting Dahlerus. 
He said, "I connected it with Ribbentrop since shortly beforehand the name 
was mentioned in some other connection," 

I explained consequently that my anxiety was regarding what might 
happen. I have explained that very clearly and I needn't repeat ite 

Q The question I put to you, Witness -= I think we are agreed on it -- 
w2s that your angiety was about his plane, and the point that I want to make 
clear to you now is that that incident did not occur on this day when Dahlerus 
was preparing for his third visit, but occurred when he was in England and rang 
you up during his second visit. He rang you up on the evening of the 27th of 
August, and on page 59 of his book he says: 

"Before leaving the Foreign Office, I telephoned to Goering to confirm 
that I was leaving for Berlin by plane at 7:00 peme He scemed to think this 
was rather late. It would be dark and he was worried lest my plane be shot 

German territory. He asked me to hold the line and 
late ame back and gave me a concise description of the route the 
plane must follow over Germany to avoid being shot at. He also assured me that 
the anti-aircraft stations along our course would be informed that we were 
coming," 

What I am suggesting to you is that your explanation is wrong, that you 
have confused it with this earlier incident to which Mr. Dahlerus speaks, 
and that ir. Dahlerus is perfectly accurate when he speaks about the second 
incident which occured two days later. 

à That is not at all contradictory. The first flight was concerned with 
the flight in darkness which brought increased danger, and I emphasize that in 
connection with the second journey, preparedness for war on the part of all 
countries had reached such a degree that this would raise certain objections, 


I emphasize once more that I had to correct Dahlerus upon his being 


questioned by my defense counsel, and that I did not tell him thet Ribbentrop 


had planned an attack against him. T emphasize for the last time that von 


Ribbentrop knew nothing about my negotiations with Dahlerus. 
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Q Do you really say that? Do you remember that on tne 29th of 


August <= first of all, on the 28%h of sugust, at 10:30 p.em.. when Henderson 
and Hitler hed an interview, That was bfore the difficulties aros2. It was 


th 


interview when Hitler was considsring diract negotiation with the Poies. 


He said, "We mist 





AN UAT 
H0089 -0031 


: he -0 
21 Marcl eliT); 


liscuss it with hime” That is in our 
as I know it has never been Cenie. Ycu were sum= 
> the interview tht Hitler ana Ribbentrop were havinz with Sir 
Neville Henderson, 

Nc, I must interrupt youe The Fuehr: sid, "We will have tc have 
hin fetched," but I was not br ught in and that isn't said in the Blue 
Book cither. 

But according to ifr, Nehlerus, he says: 

"During our ecnvers-ti n, Goering described how he had been 
summoned to Hitler immediate y after Henderson's departure, how Hitler, 
Goering and Ribbentrop had discussed the œ nference that had taken place 
with Henderson, 2nd r satisfied all three of them were with thercsult. 
In this connecti ny had turned to Rib p and said m ckingly, 


Somewhat 2cidly 


present. 

Henderson. 

about whet I 

him about these necotinti ns eithe le merely knew that I used Dahlerus 
him because of that very 


against any other channels being 


That was exactly the point, you know, the x oO yau about 


seven minutes aco, that Ribbentrop cid know you were using Dahlerus, so 
I will 
don't distort my 
otiating with Dahlerus 
t even heard that thr ugh the Fuchrer, 
did not say to you that 
you that he knew you were 
€ Dahlerus and that, you a ree, is right. I limited it t that, didn't 


Ty and thet i 
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He didn't know either that I was having negotiations through 
Dahlerus with England at that tine. He didn't know about thet either. 

Well now, I want you just to help me on one cr two cther matters. 

You remember thot in January of 1937 and in Octoher of 1937, the 
German Government cave the strongest assurances as to the inviolability and 
neutrality of Belgium and Holland. Do you remember that? 

4 I don't remem>er it in detail, but it has been mentioned here 

Courte 

and do you remember that on the 25th of Aucust 1938 the Air Staff 
put in a memorandum on th assumption thet France and Great Britaj 
no, that France would declare war during the case of Fall Gruen, and 
Great Britain would come in? Do y ame moe at? It is PS-375, U. 
Exhibit 8h. nt j it generilly in mind because 

a passage te y 
May I ask whether the signature is We 
I'll let ycu know. Yes, that 


In thet case I remember the documen 


y want to recall your recollection to onc 

sentences 

and The Netherlands in German hang represent an extras 
ordinary advantaze in the prosecution of the air war avainst Great Britain 
as well as agair a Thorsfore, it is held to be essential to Stain 
the opinicn of the y as te è nditio under which an 
this area could be carried out, and how long it would tale! 
Do yu remember that? Tt is pretty 


you remember it? 


That is absolutely correct. This is job of a captain in the 


v i 


General Staff, First Department, who, in a intelligence department, would 


of course have to su rest the best position in his memoranda, 

Them, after that, on the 28th of april, 1939, you remember that 
Hitler said that he had given binding declarations to a number of states, 
and this applied to Holland and Belgium? I think that was the time when he 


made a speech in the Reichstag and mentioned a number of small st: 
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that, but he said it included Holland and Belgium. 


f Yes. Well, of course it has been mentioned quite a lot in here, 
d Coe a OL Ş 


> DS TIT 
emember that n the 23rd of May, 


Rr on A at ha setine 
ment that I have already put to you, at the meetin 


4 


: ir bases must be occupied tr 
"The Dutch and Belgian air bases must be occupied by 


=a e be icn>orecd.! 
neutrality must be icnorede 


: ech to the Commanders 
4nd, on the 22nd of I 
in Chief, which is 
T9 1 Py in s a 3 
œ viclaticn of Dutch, Belgian, and 


j } n1 ha -0 he se state 
Swiss neutrality. lave no doubt that + these stat 


Scandinavia 
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A You can see for yourself from those wo is how often the Fuchrer 


changed his opinion so that even the previous one from Max 


© Vile sil 


differente 


Q They are perfectly consiste 


GE FY 


y must be 
that by saying that Enel 


the neutrality so it is ricctly easy for Germany 


toed LY 


Wali 


aS ae 
LUL 


aSsurancce 


assurance? 


AGMINA AA 
bowed ALG 


neutrality of the 
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Not quite completely. If the political situation mace 
anc. in the meantime the Bri 1 opinion of the neutrality had been obtainec. 
as near agrcemcent with me as you 
You ymembeor 
that you have told us in 
fore the beginning of the war, had the very 


AG 


that you yourself had cmtributed to I am putting it quite 


with Prince Paul. 


mecting and just let me recall 


q 


merely wanted 


thero This proccss could be carricd 
ccasion one partner of the . vered the other, 


with an rtain neutrale Italy might well regard 





Tn 


Q You know I do not want to stop j nnec a in any way but that 


it certainly would not inte that. 


decument has been read at least twice durin: t ny further 
matter pe: s you will considere But you wi groe thatunless I have 
wrenched it o of its context, whic hope I have not, t is quite 
inconsistent with friendly intenticns, is 


us I said, it does not fit 


mw, it was fifty-six days after th: on the 6th of October, Hitler 


an assurance to Yugoslavia and he s: 


"Immediately after the completion ofthe Anschluss I 


v 


from now on the frontier with this country would als 
p 


e $ eons = 
riendship with 


announced that it confirmed 


this, there w: e Simovitcl 1 in Yugoslavia. But I 
I want to get it qui 1 you said guite frankly in your 
inquiring whether the Simovitch Government would preserve the neutrality 


note That des 


n i ar} 
Crano.te ext 


oecived 


moment e 
s + p than; A £ nY os n Tiy 
pact I havo just referred to, theri is a conference in Berlin 
German High Cormand, at which you were present ant 


re ayahe -1n Thi eh ro 
ememocr e #uecarer 
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"The “uchrer is determined, withovt v ing for possible loyalty 


decinrations of the new government to 
destroy Yugeslavia militarily and as 


Governnent, 


which cannot be ed anyhow i 
attack will 
aat the 
t with unnerciful harshness anà 


ightning like undertakinze 


preparatio 


them 


Wi elie 


S a ayi; 


OD- 


war 


clcar 


Balkans? 
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If you would read through my statement on that point, you 
would sce that I said that a number of reasons connectca with Russia caused 
the Fuchrer to order a campaign but that he reserved to himself the last 
decision as to whether or not he would intervene and that after the Simovitch 
Putsch that decision was made, that now a political Situation would allow a 
military delay, and that arises clearly from the strategic situation at the 
time. 
Q I want to ask you one othe point about Yugoslavia. 


You remember your evid 7 that the attack on Belg 


the fact that it contained the War Office and a number of other important 


military orzi tions an trying to summarize it but that was the effect 


of your evidence, was i Ot? 
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Y Now, do you remexber how it was put in Hitler's order which I have 


just been reading to yous 

"The main task of the Air Force is to start as early as possible with 
the destruction of the Juzoslavian Air Force ground installations," 

Now, I ask you to note the next words 

"And" == Mand to destroy the capital of Belgrade in attacks by waves. 
Besides the Air Force has tc support the defense of the Army e" 

I put it to you that that order makes clear that the attack on 
Belgrade was just another of your exhibitions of terror attacks in order to 
attempt to subdue a population that would have difficulty in resisting them, 

# No, tnat is nct correct, The population did defend themselves, 
Belgrade was the center of all military installations or matters, more go 
than the capital of any other country, and I would like to craw your 
attention to that, 

Q Well, now, I em going to pass from that matter to one or two 
points on which ycu zave evidence =- I think at the instance of counsel 
for the organizations, You remember you gave evidence in answer to Dr's 
Babel about the Weffen SS? > you remember that =- a few days ag 

A Yes, 

Q I would just like you to look at a document which has not gota 
number, but it is ine Fuehrer's ideas about the Waffen SS, and see if you 
agree, Oh, it is D/565, an? it will be Exhibit GB 280. It is a document 
from the H* 2h Command of the army, General Staff of the Army, "Statements 
of the Fuehrer re Future State Hilitary Police", and the preliminary of the 
document caye, “Doubte } arison as to whether when the Fuehrer's ideas 


on the Waffen 3s wero passed 9, it was intended that they 


Should he given wicor publicit, anc shen, if you would pacs to the 
; uL racs Ne 


lo NE berhans ron w 7 ; +4 
document, Perhaps you would follow it while I read iz I do not think it 


n eek ad i P ar 
On 6 August 1940 on the occasion of the order for the organi zation 


of the Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler mwe Adolf Hitler Bodyguard -- the Fuehrer 


Stat J the orinci 2S rec: Ji EUR > i 
p ples regarding the necessity for the existence of the 


LAQL 
0290 
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Waffen-SS as summed up belows 

"The Greater German Reich in its final form will not include within 
its frontiers any but national entities who are, right from the beginning, 
well disposed towards the Reich. It is therefore necessary to maintain 
outside the core of the Reich a state military police capable of representing 
and imposing the authority of the Reich within the country in any situation. 

"This task can be carried out only by a state police which has within 
its ranks men of the best German blocd and which identifies itself 
unreservedly with the ideology at the base of the Greater German Reiche 
Only a formation composed in this way will resist disintegrating influences 
even in critical times. Such a formation, proud of its purity, will never 
fraternize with the proletariat and with the underworld which undermines the 
fundamental idea, but further, in our future Greater German Reich, a body of 
priests will only have the necessary authority over its compatriots if it is 
trained along military lines. Our people are so military-minded as a result 
of glorius events of a wir-like nature and indoctrination by the National 
Socialist Party that a 'sock-knitting' police, as in 1848, or a bureaucratic 
police, as in 1918, no longer can prevail. 

"It is therefore necessary for this state police to prove its worth 

nd provide sacrifices cof blood at the front, in closed formations in the 

same way as every unit of the armed forces, Having returned home in the 
ranks of the army, after having proved themselves in the field, the units 
of the Waffem-SS will possess the authority to execute their tasks as state 
police, 

"The utilization of the Waffen-SS in the interior is just as much in 
the interests of the Wehrmacht itself, We must never again tolerate in 
the future that the German Wehrmacht based on universal conscription should 
be used against its own compatriots, arm in hand, when critical situations 
arise in the interior. Such a step is the beginning of the end, A state 


which has to resort to such methods is no longer in a position to use its 


armed forces against an enemy from without, and thereby surrenders itself, 


Our history contains sad examples of this. The Wehrmacht in the 


6287 





IL 


21 Mar=M— JH+9-3 


future is intended for all time for use solely against the Reichts foreicn 
enemies e 
tin order to ensure that the quality of the men in the units of the 
Waffen-SS always remains high, the organization of the units must remain 
limited. The Fuehrer ses this limitation in the fact that the units of 
the Waffen-SS should in zeneral not exceed five to ten percent of the peacee 
time strength of the Army"! 
Do you arree with that? Is that a correct description of the purpose 
of the Waffen-SS? 
A I am absolutely convinced that he did say that, but that does not 
contradict my statement e 
Q Now, I just want you, While we are on the SS, to look ata note 
which is Decument D729, which will be GB 281, Zt is on the conversation 
between you and the Duce in the Palazzo Venezia on 23 October 1942. At that 
you were still in good standing with the Fuehrer and still retained 
powers is that rig 
I will read its It is page 35, paragraph l. 
"The Reichsmarshal then described Germany's method in fighting the 
partisans. To begin with, the entire live stock and all food stuff is taken 


away from the areas concerned so as to Ceny the partisans all sources of 


A Just a second please. Where is this? 

Q It should be -= it is page 35, paragraph 1, but I will find it 
for you if you heve any difficulty. I think it is marked and it begins 
"The Reichsmarshal-=tt Do you find it? 

& Yes, indeec, 

start again if I may e 

"The Reichsmarshal then described Germany's method in fighting the 
partisans, To begin with the entire livestock and all focdstuff is taken 

arsas concerné., so as to deny the partisans all sources of 

Men and women are taken away to labor camps, the children to 
childrents camps, and the villages burnt dew. Thus, for example, had the 


railways in the vast wooded areas of Bialowiza been safeguarded, Should 
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atiseks occur, then the entire male population of villages would be lined up 
on one side and the Tomen on the other sice, The women wuld be tol- that 
all the nen would be shot, unless they (the women) indicated which of the men 
Cid not belong to the village. In order to gave their men, the women always 
pointed -ut the stranger. Germany had experienced that, generally Speaking, 
soldiers were no use in carrying out such measures, Members cf the Porty 
discharged this task muck more harshly and efficiently. For the same reason 


armies that were strengthoned by a political creed suci as the German (or the 


Russian) fousht much more energetically than others. The SS, the guard of the 


old fighters of the Party, who have personal ties with the Fuehrer and who 
femm a special elite, confirm this principle," 

Now, is that a em rect description? 

A Yes, certainly, 

Q Ard thia expresses correctly your views on how war against partisans 
eheuld be carried out? 

A I have transritted this, 

Just one second please, May I ask what the number of this document 

Q Yes, I will give it zain, D-729, and it becomes GB-281, 

Now, I just want you to help me on one other matter on these 
organizetions, You will remember that in answer, 1 think to Dr, Servatius, 
you mace some remorks abcut the leacersiiip corps. Do you remember that? 


I just want ycu to have them in minde 


Q Now, wili ycu look st the document which will be presented to yous 
which will be documente D//28, GB-&82. This is a document from the Gau 
Leacership in Fesson-Narsau, I am sorry; there ig a reference to an order 
of the Party Chancellery dated 10 February 1945, and its subject is "Action 
by she Party to Keer Germans in Check until the End of the War." It ig 
signed ty Sprenger, Gauleiter and Commiesar for Reich Defense, 

A The date is 15 March. 1915, is that richt? 

Q Iam fateful to ycu. I knewit was just after 10 March, TI have 


5289 





0g 


21 Mar-M=Jq=9=5 


got it in my copy, but if you say it, I will take that, 

A 1956 

Q Yes, "I request the Kreisleiters to discuss the following with 
the Ortsgruppenleiters at the nex official discussion and Simultane susly 
draw attention hereby to the need for secrecy and radical action in these 
Measures e 

"le Every German must be subjected to strict supervision regarding 
his political firmness and Willepower, 

"2e If during this supervision weaklines are found, ise. Germans 
who perhaps have or might have the idea that we are losing the war or that 
the best thing would be to stop fighting etc., these Germans are to be ziven 

strength, and faith in Acolf Hitler is to be arcused in them again, 

"3. If Germans are found who spread the story that we have lost the 
war and that we are on the brink, this rumour is to be c untered with all 

able means, The Kreisleiters are to have these Germans reported to 
ask the Gestapo to arrest them, according to the position of 

"I consider an cecasional arrest or the transfer of some Germans to 

as the best method of eliminating such rumour-monzers. 

th. The Ortscruppenleiter mus without fail keep all Germans in 

check and must without fail see to it that they all keep a stiff upper 
lip to the end because if courage anc anger azainst the enemy fail behind 


front, we shall lcse the war, 





To 


v 


It is clea ne that our enemies are crossing the Rhine and enter- 
int our Gau too, but they will not conquer the whole of Greater Germany and 
above all not National Socialism. 

siters are given strict and secret orders to withdraw, on 
the approach ^f the enemy in every aren, to the centre of Greater Germany e 
All files, particularly the secret ones, are to be destroyed completely. 
Piles about postewnr reconstruction, p es among party members, the 
administration, enlargement, installations and de ing work in the concen- 


tration ze destroyed at all 


themselves on anproac! 


enemy or w? Ni t are t > shot down ruthlessl where 


u 


a ‘os 
ase f po w A 
In case of criminal 


Party members 


inculpated. The good reputati f the Party must under n 


e inculpat 
l party which can 
Party members are unity 
supply. e Fuchrer has again noi don hat the -special 
that the surplie 
always t 


distributed by the Gnu 
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” 2 = ~ ~~ a 
weekly increases for th 


"Mont, approximately 1250 grams, 


"Ortscruppenleiters who are not down as self-providers, can also 


requests to the Kreisleitunrone again point out the need for strict seer 


DR. STAHMER (Counsel for Defendant Goe ia I mus bje o the 


document, since I cannot 


od which nre most unusual in the 


riginal 
enger, Gau- 


Ins TANCE 


thing, written 


fot 


innot recognize the 


DAVID MAX 


rn 


ru Leadershin. 


: a ` y1 sin dociment ahi 
ut it purports t 68. Ti py and I have | the in cument whic 


in my hands 


certificate 
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the British Army stating that the cocument was delivered to him in the 


21 March=Me-DVR-10—1 


ove capacity in the ordinary course of official business, as ths original 
cf a document found in German archives ca; 
the command of the Supreme Commander, Unde 
.ctly the same position as all the other captured documents. The Defense, 
of course, can bring any evidence which it th 
authenticity of the documente The 


her captured documents, subjec 


oring evidence t 


acministraticn, enlar;ement, instali i deterring work in the con- 

centration camps must be destroyed at all costs àlso the extermination 
families, etc. These fi 

the hands of the enemy, 


Fuchrer,."! 


sntr 
r Pn 4 ` A 
cocunent 


` anp 4 + Im “ Th. - 
appears quite impossible 


ut thet . 


Court, that as far as Luschwitz 
minatede Do you remember that? 
Tht I mcrely had 
way proved == 


Security 
00,000 Jows 


in the ecnecutraticon hile an additional 2,900, 000 


death in other wayse Assume th shese firure ne is a Russian 


ther a Gorman ‘SSume they are even 50 por cent correct, 
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assume it was 2,004,000 and 1,000,000, are you telling this Tribunal that 


as 


a Minister with your power in the Reich could remain ignorant that that 


was going on? 

That is what I am stating, particularly because that is true; 
these things were kept a secret from mee I am even of the opinion that 
not even the Fuchrer did not know approximately the extent of the things 
that were going one 


Another argument in the same direction is that Himmler 


yy na larr - nm, ‘TAT, Ay 3 = 7 
extremely secrete ï ever heard figures 


haven't you a 
r Ministry, to foreign 
ether, when you take the Jews 2nd othe 
done tc 
Something like 


rel: 


nething that I 


epresentatives 
sern territories, and ycu hove seen th ilms of neentration 
s haven't you, since this trial started? You know there were millions 
f garments, : f shoes, 20,952 kilogram old wedding rings, 
35 v fi thes ple who were exter- 
minated at Majdanek o witz left behind theme 10body tell you, 
under the develo; ment cf the f ureyear plan, or anyone else, that they 


were getting all these anounts of humm material? D you remember we heard 
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from the Polish-Jewish gentlemen who gave evidence that all he got back from 


his family, of his wife anc mother anc caeughtcur, I think, were their icentity 


cards? His work was to gather up clothes, He told us that so thorough were 
the henchmen of your friend Himmler that the women took five minutes extra 
to kill because they had to have their heir cut with which to make mattresses 
Was nothing ever told to you about this accerction to German material, which 
came from the effects of these people who were murdered? 

No, anu now Co you imagine the situation? I was laying down a large 
scale circctives for German economy anc that did not meanrthat the manufactur 
of mattresses from women's hair or the use of old shoes came into my sphere 
of activity, I leave the figure as questionable. But I should like to object 
to the reference you usec, my "friend Himmler," 

Q Well, I will say, "your y:Himmlcr," or simply "Himmler" You know 
whom I mean, don't you? 

Yes, indeed, 

Q Now, I just ant to remind you of one other point: On the Lth of 
April, 1943, the Defendant Sauckel wrote to Hitler -- 407-VPS. U.S. Exhibit 
have the honor to report to you that 3,638,056 new forcign workers 
have been added to the German wa sconony between 
vilian workers, another 
German cveonomy." Now listen 
Out of the 5,000,000 foreign workers who have arrived in Gernany 
even 200,000 cane voluntarily." That is from the minutos of the Central 
Planning oard on the lst of March. Do you say that you, in your position 
the state anc as the great erchitcct of German economy, Cidntt know that 
you wore getting for your economy 4,600,000 forcign workers who were forced 
to come? Do you tell the 7 ibunal that? 
I have never tole the Tribunal that I have said that I know exactly 
certain that these workmen were brought in not always voluntarily, 
ether the figure 200,000 is correct, is sogething I don't know; but I 
con't believe it, cither, There were more volunteers, which nevertheless 


doesn't alter the fact that workers were force. to come to the 


18 something I have not leniec, 


Q 


KA 


You admit -- and I want to put it quite fairly 
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of workers were forced to come to the Reich and work there? 
Yes, certainly. 
i ir Davic, woulc y ike adj now? 
HE PRESIDENT: Sir David, woulc you like to acjourn 


SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFFE Yes, sir. 


(A recess was taken until 1400 hours.) 
\ 
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Official Transcript of the International 
Wilitery Tribunal in the matter of The 
United States of Areri ica, the Freneh 
Republic, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britein ond Northern Irola and, and the 
Union of Sovict Socialist Republics agains 
Hermann Wilhelm Goe ring ot al, Defend: onts 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 21 lbreh 
1946, 1400~1700, Lord Justice Lawrence 
presiding. 


IERIANN VLIHELM COER ING—Reswed 


BY ÆR DAVID MAKXEIL-FFE:; 

Q Do you remember what you said about the relstions between you and 
uchrer? May I repeat your vords: 
"The Chief influence on ? influcnee 
on the Fuehrer at al » Was up until. the end of etl or the eae of 192, 
ant influence was I, Then my r decreased up until 
md from 1643 on it decreased speedily, All in all, I do not belicve 
anywhere near the influence on the Fr ehrer thet I ha d | beyond 


do 5 


view on the mtter? 


you told the Tribunal that ri ght up until the endur 
loyalty to the Fuchrer was unsh wien, is that right 
That is correct, 
Q Do you still seck to justify md glorify Hitler aftor he ordered 
the murder of these fifty young flying offi ot Stalag Luft No, 3? 
A I əm bere neither to Justify the Fuchror Hitler nor to glorify him, 
I am here only to emphasize that I kept m yaLty and pledge to hig even 
then, for I believe in keeping your oath in good 
infinitely more herd to keep your pledge in hard 
If you are referring to the fifty fiiers, I nevor contradicted 
the Fuelrer as strongly end as sharply as I cid in this mttop ond told him 
my view. Then for months, no conversation took place between the Fuehrer 
end myself beesuse of th Ob, 
Q The Fuhrer, ot any rate, must have had full ImoviLedge of what was 


happening with regard to concentration ¢ mps, the treatment of Jews 


3 


the treatment of peo ple who were working, must he not? 
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A I already suggested that it is my opinion thet the Fwhrer did not 
know about these details in concentration en mps as they were pictured here, 
ås much as I knew him, I do not believe tht he was advised, 

I am not asking sbout details; I am asking chout tho murder of fow 
or five million people, Are you suggesting thst nobody in Gemony, except 
Himaler and perhaps Kaltenbrumner, knew about that? 

A In of the opinicn that the Fuehrer did not know about these 
figures, I am of the opinion then and now, 

Q Now, you remember how Mr. Dahlerus described the relations between 

ïs book: 

"F pom the very beginning of our conversation, I :‘csented his mmer 
toward Goering, his most intimate fricnd end comrade from the years of 
struggle. His desire to dominate was explicable, but to recuire sud 


obsequious humility as Gocring now exhibited from his closest colleborntor 


scened to me most repulsive and unprepossessing," 


u had to behave with Hitlor? 

A I did not have to act thet wy. I did not cct thet Woy e 
are the utterances made by Dehlcrus, unde after the wor, If Germany had won 
the wer, this picture would certainly have been different, 

Q Mre D-hlerus was your vitness, though. 

A I Gia not ask him about his opinion in such mtters, I askcd him 
only about facts thot existed between me and the British Govornmont an 
which capacity he served as a courir. 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: My Lord, on Tuesday of last weck » the 
defendant calledGereral Bodmschatz, who gave general evidcnee 
as to his character and reputation. He 
makes me entitled to put one document to 

whieh is an account by the defendant Racder of his ganer al 
character and reputation, In accardance with the English practice, 
I mke my submission and ask the Court!s permission to put it in. 
DR. STAHL: Attorney for the defendant Goering., Regarding tho 
reading of this docuwnont, it seers Significantly easier to call 
Adniral, Racder as a witness, since he is right hore with us, and we 
cen determine in cross examinetion just what the ramifications are 


in this connection, 
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SIR DAVID M\XVWELL-FYFE: I have to put it in cross cxanminstion to 


give the defendant the chance of snswering, The defondant Racder can 


give his explenation when he comes into the witness bax, 

THE FRESIDENT: The Tribuncl would like to look at the docuncnt 
before it is put in. 

SIR DAVID MAXVWELL-FYFE: Thet is the English translation. I will 
show Dr, Stahmer the German. 

DR. STAHWER: I would like to point out one further thing, 
lr, President. The document shows no dete. We do not know wien ond 
where it was drown upe 

SIR DAVID 1AXVWELL-FYFE: It is signed by the defendant Raeder. 

DR, STuHMER: When and where it was drawn up, The si gnature of 


Raeder is unknow to me, 





ny 


SIR DaVID I.XWELI-FYFE: The dato is in Raeder's handwriting, as is the 


Signature; the 27th of July, I think it is, 19)! Each page of the document 
fendant “aeder. 


THE PRES IDENT: ir David, you said the defendant has put his character 


incvidence through Rodenschat 


SIR DAVID MiX ELL_FYFE: Your Lordship will remember he was asked by 


J 
D 


Doctor Stahmer, “Will you new tell no abcut > defendant's social relations?" 


five an account of his character and his kindness 


at that timc; ənd I notice that Doctor Stahmer has just 


At 


included as an exhibit still further cvidence as to character in the form of 
Hermann 
THE PRESIDENT: Wouldn't it have been appropriate if the document was to 


t Wa 


who was giving the 


evidence? 
SIR DAVIDM ELL 
puts his character in 
character and his general reputation, and 


his 


lis testimony is 
show that Gocrins spoke an untrish, ts prove tha he document, 
been uscd during 
have been able to questicn Bucenschatze 
SIR DAVID MAX JELL-FYF! He my prefer that Bodenschatz be brought 
it be put to hin, but I think I am entitled to put it to the 

3ofendant who calle} the evidence as to his character and reputations 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will adjourne 

(There was a reccsSe) 
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THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal rules that at the present stage, this 
cgocumoent cannot be used in cross examination, 
SIR DAVID MUVELL-FYFF] If your Honor please, I understand that your 
Lorcship will lesve open the question for further argument, whether it can 
be usec for the Defendant Raeder anc the witnesses, 


THis PRESIDENT: Yes, 


SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFFE: I am much obliged. 


SIR DAVID LAXWELL-FYFFE: 


Q Now, witness, you said before the Tribunal adjourned, that Hitler, 
in your opinion, Cid not know about-- broadly, or was ignorant about the 
question of concentration camps anc the Jews. I would like you to look at 
Document D-736, That is an account of a ciscussion between the Fuchrer and 
the Hungarian Regent Horthy on the 17th of April 1943, and if you would look 
at poge 4, co you see the passage just after " Nurnberg and Furth"? 

Just a moment: I shoul’ like to reac through it very quickly to 


ciscover its icentity, 
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-0 
Certainly. 


".fter the admission of Nurnberg and 


Jews did not ever possess organizational 


values In spite of the fears which he, theFuchrer, had heard repeatedly 


in Germany, everything continued to go its normal way without the Jewse 


the Jews were le 10 mselve 1s for instance in Foland, the 
terrible demands prevailed. In Poland, this state of affairs had 
formerly cleared upe If the Jews there did not want to work, they 
shote If they could not work, they had to be eated as one treats 
affected with tuberculosis bacilli with which other healthy 
s would not asso¢iatee This was not true. If one remembers, even 
must be eliminated so that no 
harm can be caused by them. Why shovld the beasts be spared e? Nations 
who do nc rid themselves of Jews will perishe One of the most forceful 
examples of this isthe Persians, who now lead a pitiful existence as 
irmenians." 
you will lock at document USSR 170, which 


mrt 
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SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Your Honor is correc his is in regard 
to Admiral Horthy's counter qw stion as to whath hould do with the Jews 
now thet he could not kill them off, but to get ri f them by degrees 


or take them to concentration cam; Those whi 
I an 
donument ə 
which you had with a number of 
get on to the question of 


If you will look where 


"Reichsmarshal Goering: How much butter do you deliver? 30,000 


Do you see that? 
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Ye Se 
And then Lohse, who is in the confercnee, says, "Yes", and 


you say, "Do you also deliver to Wehrmacht units," and then Lohse Says, 


"I can answer that toce There are only a few Jews left whereas tens 


housands have been disposed of, but I can tell you that the civilia 


ee Oh 


population gets, on your orders, 15% less than the Germans." I call your 


attention to the statement that "there are only a few Jews left whercas 


i] 


tens of thousands have been disposed of," you still say, in the face 


of these documents, that neither Hitler or yours lew that the Jews 


MLS Vy E wo 


were being exterminated? 
This should be 


they have been killed, It is not my ren 


nyl 


that questio sO answered. The Jews were only left in smaller riumbers 


From this s cannot conclude that they were kili: d It could 


also mean that ey were removede 
about the preceding remark, I suggest that you make quite clear 


you meant by "there are oniy a few Jews left, whereas tens of thousands 


ha Y a4 ~ r ~ 
ocen disposed of." 


a my 


da +ney were still living there, That's how you should understand 


You heard wht I read to you about Hitler, what he said and 


T k | 
DALU 


what Ribbentrop Said, tint the Jews must be exterminated or taken to con- 


centraticn camr: Jews must work or be Shot. That 


shat neither Hitler or you 


answer my ouestio vou stil ay that neither 
u knew o the policy to exterminate the Jews? 


a 


as Hitler is c neerned, I havo said I do not believe it. 


I am concerned, I have said that oven ‘pproximately, I did not 


hat degree this thing took place, 


You did not know to what degree but you knew there was a policy 


that aimed at the extermination of the Jews? 


Noy not liquidation of the Jewse I only knew that there had 


eases in that respect and tuat certain perpetrations had 
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SIR DAVID MAX.ELL FY Thank youe 


BY GENERAL RUDENKO: 
$ If I understand you, Mre Goering, you said that all the basic 
cecisions concerning foreign, political, and military matters were talen 


by Hitler alone? Individually? 


Yes, certainly. Also that he was the Fuchrcer. 





2L MWAR-A-PJA-15-1 
Should I understend that Hitler took these decisions without 
listening to the opinions of specialists who studied the question and the 
intclligenee material concerned with these matters? 
A That was difforont in various cases. In cortcin individual 
cascos he certainly had evidence which was brought to him without which 


experts could know for ccrtcin. In other eases, he probably expressed 


the advisors that he intended to do somethin g ond what he dememnded from them 


1 that case, do I understand you correctly 
Hitler used 
sistants vho 
speciality. Is thet correct? 
l mon vhororked in connection with 
these things, 
me then, who were such c 
tac subject of the airforce? 
Natural 


4 terme} 


And on the question of economics? 


different, It depended on what question come up for 
@scussion and it depended on how the Fuehrer w d to know about tk 
LS SLO Ma LU COGNACA on now ra) a Wanted To now about the 
Wo uld Q iCY pend wi nom he 


aL | er =~ ae oF oa s PEA TE Waele ye ee eee 
whom con you tell mo, were among such close assists 


tes of the Fuchrer a id before, were 


Area P e A e 1} Á ua pe, a ee ee 2 A heas 2 $ ' A rai iig 
myself, an nother close associ-te was -= pa ps 1s tie wrong word — 


God 


UOCI ICL Se 


differcd during the 


in certain instances 
Fuchrer was considering cortain specific questi 


? 


as it is the custom in every Government, call 


most about the question and obtain the information from him, MANI i) 
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so name which close 
e ficld of foreign politics? 
A As for as fo reign policy is concerned, the actual fi orcign policies 
the political PE SER of the most important notwe C; were token by hinscif 
after careful consideration, and he then conveyed thom to his officers, In 


very fow cases only could tho be a di SSilon throug: me end the necessary 


execution of policy took place between the foreign office and the ministry. 


Yes, unturally, h S the foreign minister conecrned, but he did 
not make forcign policy, 
Q And along stret ogic questions » who advised Hitler? 
There were soveral people, As for as the sphere of influence is 
conecrned, «nd when straigzice questions were brought up, it conccrred the 
three supreme commanders ond chiefs of staffs, end perticularly the lenders 


af? dd. à A 
of the armed foreccs, 


Q Who, of the defendents, can be placed in the category of such 


g 


onts? 


s asked by the Fuchrer, then the ; n strategic 
staff, Colonel Gonoral Jodl, and 
lninistrntive questions wore concerned » the supreme 
comancars, of whom I was one, Raeder, ond later Doenitz for the Navy. The 
other representatives of 


ah 


Q The rext question, i? we cpproach the subject not theoretieslly but 
functionally, could we come to the conclusion that the 
question as regords any commendations mde by Hitlar's 
cy have considerable inflvence cr 
decisions? 
If I om disregerding the purely formal point of view 
“re referring to the military subject, then the 


Q No, I mean all spheres, A] nsicerations of questions such as 


4 


economics, interior politics, foreign policy, military and strategic 


my ciate: Fm a $ n] m Hi mn m P umn A nn} + I nh iant n 
questions, I mean all questions. mec pprozch the subject n 


theoretically, but functionally, did their recomendations h ve any 


robie influence on Hitlerts final decisions? T 


“$5060 Hn 
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would partially depend on whet it would be righ 
Fuchrer, 


go on to the 


oS 


Q That's cloar, 


you begin yreprring plans for the Cormon military invasion 


u 


n . 
TT 


Soviet Union in secordance with the plan Borbarossa, Just 


The lining up of the airforce for the ense 


a ee Jane pate anapa] e ALL n Ah ap s á Ka “Pt aa ede ‘5 } a 3 
corried ows by my genorcl staff after we received the st Fuchrer's order 


in that directione That was i November, 


But as for as we are conc ned, we were not only 


ev 


da, 


livoived with the wr 


Aron haw TORS Than Garman’ wna. maini 
DVDer 1940, Vin SALSY WS prep ring 


hat ~ AAAA tha a atta r 
being oreparod fe is attack 





QA 


Q I ask you to reply to this question briefly, yes cr no. I think 
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it is possible to reply to the question briefly, 

Once more I say, in November 190, more than half a year before the 
attack on the Soviet Union, plans were already prepared, with your 
participation, for the attack on the Soviet Unione Can you reply to this 
briefly? 

å Yes, but not in the sense in which you are representing it. 

Q It seems to me that I have put the question quite Clearly, that 
there is no ambiguity at all here, How much time did it take for the Plan 
Barbarpssa to be prepared? 

A In one sector, for the air -= 

Q If you are informed on all phases cf the plan, then I would like 
you to answer with regard to all phases of the Plen Barbarossa, 

A Generally, I can cnly answer for the air, where it took place 
pretty quickly. 

* If you please, just how long did it take to prepare the Plan 
Barbarossa? 

A After so many years I cannot today tell you that without some 
confusion. I can't give you the exact date, but I hawe answered your question, 
As far as the air force was concerned, it happened comparatively quickly; 
as far as the army was concerned, it probably took longer. 

Q Thus, you admit that the attack on the Soviet Union was planned 
several months in advance of the attack itself, and that you, as chief of 
German aviation and Reichsmarshal, participated directly in preparation of 
the attack, 

á May I divide your numerous questions, Firstly -= 

Q There were not tox many questions asked at once, Excuse me please, 
You have admitted that in November 1940 the Plan Barbarossa was prepared and 
develcped, 

A That's rignt, 

Q And subsequent to that, I asked you, since you admit that, whether 


you, as chief of German aviation and Reichsmarshal, participated in plans 


for the attack months ahead of theirbeing put into effect. I asked ycu to 
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reply to the last part of the questi>n. You admit that as chief of German 
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aviation and Reichsmarshal you participated directly in preparaticns for the 
attack on the Soviet Unicon? Do you admit that? 


4& I once more emphasize that I prepared for the possibility of an 


attack, first of all, within the limits given by the Fuchrer, tht Soviet 


Russia was adopting a dangerous attituce; that from the beginning the 
certainty of an attack was not discussed, and that is contained in the 
directives: of November 190; 
Secondly, I want to emphasize that my position as Reichsmarshal is 
importance here, [That is a title anc not a rag, 
Q But ycu dc not deny -- rather, you agree =-=- that the plan was 
already prepared in November 19110? 
A Yes, 
question has alruadcy been covered in such 
debail before the Tribunal that we do not have to talk too much about the 
Plan Barbarossa, which is quite clea T. all go on to the next questicns 
ginst the Soviet Union 
Ural Mountains 
inclucing Crimea, the Caucasus; 
subjugation by Germany of the Ukrair of Byelorussia, and of other regions 
of the Sovist Uni.ni Do u admit that such were the «bjectives of that plan? 
srvainly will not admit, 
thate Donit you remember that at the conference 
in Hitler's headauarters on the 16th of June 1941, at which you were present, 
as well as Bormann, Keitel, Rosenberg and others, Hitler stated the 
objectives of the attack assinst the Soviet Uni n in gust the terms in which 
I have stated them? This was shown by the document submitted to the Tribunal, 
Have you forgotten that document? Have you forgotten about that? 
4& I can remember the document exactly, anc I can roughly remember 
the discussion at the conference, I said that this document written dom 
by Bormann appears to me extremely exaggerated rega ding these demands, At 


any rate, at the beginning of the war, such demands had not been discussed, 


nor had they before, 
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Q But you do admit that there are minutes of such a conference? 
A I admit that because I have seen it. It was a document pre pared 
by Bormanne 
% You also admit that according to the minutes of this meeting, you 
participated in this conference, 
A I was present at that conference, and for that reason I doubt that 
recorde 
Q Do you remerber that in those minutes the objectives of the war 
were formulated? I shall remind you of various parts of the minutes. It is 
not necessary to read all the minutes» 
A May I ask to be show a copy of that feccre, 
Q The minutes state == 
You would like a copy of the minutes of the meeting? 
A&A I ask to have ite 
Q If you please, You would like to read the document? 
A No, only where you are going t quote ite 
Q Page 2, second paragraph, point 2, about Crimea: 
"We emphasize" -== do you find the place? Eave you got it? 
A Just a moment. I haventt found it yet. Yes, I've got it, 


"We emphasize ", states this point 2, "that we are bringing 


liberation to Crimea, Crimea must be liberated of all strangers, especially 


populated by the Germans, 41so, Western Galicia must become a province of 
the German Reich," 
Have you found that place? 
A Yes, 
"A province of the Reich," it says, 
Yes o 
Q I want to draw your attention to the end of the minutes, to the 
last part. It says here; 
"The Fuehrer stfesses the fact that these parts must become provinces 
of the Reich," 
Have you found the place, "The Fuehrer stresses the fact"? 
A You mean the very last bit? 
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Q That's right. 

A "Finally, it is ordered..."? 

Q A little higher above. 

A "The Fuehrer orderSeeee"? 

Q That's right, "The Fuehrer crders that the Baltic countries as 
well must become provinces of the Reich," Then, it zoes on, "The provinces 
of the Reich must alsc incluce Crimea, with its adjoining regions, These 
adjoining regions must be as biz as possible. The Fuehrer says that about 
the Ukrainians, but that has no comnection," 

Go on further; skip one paragraph. 

"The Fuehrer stresses that the Volga territory as well must become a 
province of the Reich , as well as the Baku Province which must become a 
military colony of the Reich. Eastern Karelia must also be included. 
However, in view of the larze supplies of nickel available, regions where 
this is fount must also be included, Great caution must be exercised in 
joining up with Finland and absorbing the Leningrad rezion into the Reich. 
The Fuehrer would like to have Leninzrad razed alt rsther," 

Haven't you found the place about Leningrad and Finland? 

A Yes, 

Q These are the minutes -f the conference at which you were present 
on the 16th of June 191, three weeks after Germany attackec the Scviet 
Unicn. You do not deny that such minutes exist, do you? 

This is document 221, 

A You said three days, didn't you? 

Three weeks, not three CaySe 
Oh, three weeks, I see, 


Three weeks after Germany attacked the Soviet Union n 
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the emference took place at Hytler's headquarters 


on the 


have emphasized all along, but the record 


P 4. 


of this thing isn't richte 


A 


and who took the minutes of the meeting? 


Bormanne 


diid ii 


What was the point of Bormannts taking the minutes incorrectly? 


vion Bormann has exagrerated in certain matterse 


Germany wanted the Crimea 


that was a goal aimed at befor 


~ 
p2 


Balkan comtries whichhad p eviously 


piv 


the cuestion 


arose even 


territorial aims. 
aim at theme At that 
dy I myself considered the question premature 


during that 


I still would like to be a little more precise. You state that with 


ing the Crimea a region 


ltic provinces, there was talk 


there was talk about 


enne xine 
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It was never mentionec that that should becane Germane We merely 


3 


discussed the strongest German ononic influcyice in that spherce 
Q So the Caucasus could b Lled J] sion o e Reich? 
at Cerree one could obviously not discuss until after 
’3a0Ce You can see fran that record that it would be quite 
s a few days after a war broke out, matters on which Bormann 
stated his opinion long befcre we knew what the outcome of the wer would bee 


Q So, aggrancizement of the Reich meant aniexation of tho Volga regions 
and the colonies there? 
statement that at the time things 


which you couldn't c 3 in practice at that time at all. 


fou might have talked about territ tofy which you occupied, and the 


establish the fac 


they were 


In part they were discussed, yes, but as it is put in 


just one conclusione It scems obvious that 
ing the territories were 
prepared months agoe That is correct, 
emphasize == would 
nnection with this record 


attribute these unlimited discussions to the fact that during the lengthy 


ichsmarshal underlined all the inportant points of view which 


be exclusively decisive for us, namely, securing ‘of the food supplies, 


nomic system, anc the securing of highways and ccrmunications,." 


I just wanted te bring the whole thing to some practical basis. 
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All right. Y-u describe rather accurately your objectives, but what 
reason for your objectioh? he most impertant thing, it appeared 


J 


HAD 


was food supplies, and the rest would cane later, is that correct? 
In that case you objected nct to the plan, but to the period at which the 
plan shovld be fulfilled. You wanted food first and territory second, is 
that it? 
No, that isn't the way it is statec. It is stated just as I have 
it oute There were no secrets concerned, but it was just the way I 
ite 


Q Please read it once more, or please tell me once more just where 


With reference to these long discus bout persons and 
of torritory, wi ference to that, "The Reichsmarshal emphasi 
important points of view which woulchave to be the decisive 


ypt yya T 
scocurin L 


In other words 


3 


This neans that wanted to stop limited i 1 on due to the 


intoxication of victory na wanted to confine it to merely practical matters, 


Q It is-understandable that evidently this e play so important 
a parte However, the objecti rou just gave doces not mean that you 
objeëegted to the annexation of the ink ,O the Gorman Reich, or the 
annexation of other revions, isn't that correct? 
if you only spoke German then, from the sentence which says, 
"opposed to that, the Reichsmarshal emphasizc’ee.e"™ you would unlerstand 
everything that is implied. In other words, I didn't say here, "I protest 
against the annexation of the Crimea," or, "I object to amexing the Baltig 
atese" Tor that I had no reason lad we been victorious, then after the 
peace we would have been able to gather how far we could use 
or not, but at that moment we hand't finished the war, we 


hadn't won the war, and consequently I personally confined myself to practical 


problemse 
Q I wmcerstand youe In that case, you considered the annexation of 
ons a step to come later. As you said 
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yoursclf, after it wis w 


n you wuld he 
annexed them, 


an old huntor, I acted accordi ng tothe 


Sharing the bearskin before it shot. 


Was 


Q I understmd, And the bearskin should be 


territories were seized completely, is t? 


àA Just how one could be able to 


ascortsaL 


Q 


ned definitely after the beer 


was 
Luckily, this did not happen, 
For you. 


Ang suming this up on the basis 


it has becone 


nly decisive ain of the 


which represented to Gemany. 


And to seize the Russion territ ori 


have tried repestedly to mke 


be gi. nning of 


er CALS Was 


the Fuchrer gathered from 


be hi 


war, is 


te A ~ 3 ya Ay T h ar 
not discussed in any sha 


do not wnt to say that 


not 


ve did 


the East or tht we did not hevo any v 


LL she 


.vo seized ti 


use tke skin could 


of the re 


quite clear, and I think you 


wer was to eliminate 


not discussed, 


ape or form, 
expect anything but a victorious 


cS reg rding 


NL 


ese 


of not 


principle 


divided only wha the 


1°t correct? 


only be 


plics which you Rave 


will agree, 


the 


nanely that 


that it was 


the attitude of Russia 


s duty. 


What might 


an cntirely new question 


But, by that I 
wer in 


territoricl gins. 
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Qe I would not like to return to the question of the so-called primitive 
war but nevertheless, since you touched on the subject, I would like 
you the following. 

You remember the testimony of Field Marshall Milch, who stated neither 
Goering nor he wanted war with Russiae Do you remember that testimony of 
your witness, Ficld Marshal Milch? 

Yes, certsinly quite exactly. 
You do remember. hat case why did you not want war with Russia, 
so-called Russian threat? 
have emphasized 
extent and to be so els anc secondly, in 
by my defense sounsel, I have clearly and exactly 
why I believed + ir as the time factor was concerned, 
that danger was not at that time so close and why thousht that other 


measures of security should be taken 


lifferent opinion than I myself. He con- 
sidered it a 1 anger to Germany due to the fact that a war on two 
fronts was about to berine He was not so much of the oninion that Russia 
did not represent a danger but he was of the opinion that in spite of that 
danger one should take the risk an no e attack as a preventative measure 
arainst that dangere I as far as the same factor was concerned, was of the 
same opinion. 


On the basis of your reply to questions during several sessions, 


there appeared to have been no country which you did egard as a threat. 


Most countries did not represent a danger to Gormany but I personally 


always considered Russia the greatest threat after 1933. 


Qe ell, of course, by "most of the countries" you mean your allies, is 


right? 
o, I am thinking of most of the countries. If you would ask me 
again I would say that the danger to Germany, as far as my own opinion was 


concerned, appeared to me to origirnate from Russia's urge to advance westward 
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and naturally I also saw a certain amount of threat coming from the two 
western countries, England and France and I saw a further danger in that same 
connection, in the event of Germany being involved in a was, as coming from 
America, As far as the other countries were concerned, on the other hand, I 
did not expect them to be am immediate threat to Germany, at least as far as 
small countries were concerned, They would not be an immediate threat but 
might be, if they were used as bases in a war against Germany by the large 
countries. 


Qe Naturally small countries wcre not of the same threat because you had 


already occupied the small countirese That has beon previously established. 


2 small country, as such, does not represent a threat to me but 
if another large country uses the srl one arainst me, then the small country 
too can grow into a threat 


Qe I would not like to di same thing further as it does not 


relate to the question, The basic question here is 





Germany's intentions with regard to she territory of the USSR and to that 


ERE 5 IN 


question you have already answered quite affirmatively and decisively. I 
shall go on to the next question. 

Do you admit tha as the il nipotentiary for the Four-Year Flan 
you were in direct charge of the preparations and of the working out of 
plans for the economic exploitation of all the occupied territory, as well 
as being in charge of the realization of these plans? 

I have already admitted that I assumed responsibility for the 
economic policy in the ocaupied territory and the measures which I had 
teken for the exploitation anc use of that territory. 

% Could you tell me how many million tons of grain an} other pro- 
Cucts were exported from the Soviet Union to Germany curing the war? 

I cannot give you the figuree How could I know that from memory? 
But I am sure it is hy no means as large ss it was stated herce 

On the basis of your om cscuments I have the figure but we will 
pass on te that question later, 

I would like to return to the same confercnce which has already 
besen mentioned. You remember the ecocument submitte? by the Soviet Prosecu- 


tion, the conference of the 16th of august, 1941, UsSeSeRe 170. On 16 


august, 1941, there was a conference of commissars of the occupied regions 


an” of the representatives of the military commanc. You stated at this 
conference -- and I wovlé like to renind you of some of the things you said. 

May I have a look at thet rocord? 
x You want to see the minutes of the meeting? Certainly. The 
point is that it is quite a long cecument. It might take too much time 
to read the whole thing. I will ask you to only look at page 111 of this 
Stenographic recorc, There is marked with pencil, especially the citations 
which I plan to quote here. On page lll, it states the following: 

"Gentlemen: Fuchrer asks me to give as the general plenipotentiary 

the plan on a scale and on a basis which he has not given to anyone so far. 
He also empowered me <=! 

Just one momente May I mention the Four Year Flan? 

Yes. I knew that. Evicently the translation has not reached youe 


I mentioned the Four Year Plan. 
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"He gave me special rers with regard to every phase of our 
> < y t 


economic structure, with regard to wht country was concerned, both ine 
Side the country, inside the Party and with regard to the Arme 
Is it correct y u were given such special rights anc prerogatives 
with regard to the citing on such subject? 


Under the Four Year Plan I received plenipotentiary powers when 


it was formulated and for th first tine authority was given without any 


limitation ^as far as the econonic Sphere was concerneds The highest authoe 
rity in the Reich and the highest authority of the Armed Forces and the 
Farty had to receive orders from Mee after the beginning of the war these 

powers were extended to the economic structure of the occupied countries 


In that case I have stated and interpreted what wasstated at the 


conference correctly. 
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A Absolutely, even if it is wrongly tronslated in German, 
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Q The next citation indicates with regard to your special 


4 


prepogatives and rights, the instructions which you gave as well as tio 


orders you issued were compulsory fc the other participants of the 
conference held on the 16th of August. 

A Yes. 

Q In that case, when you uscd such expressions as "squeeze out, get 
ell that is possible out of the territory", such sentences in the directives 
iscued became orders for your subordinates, is that not correct? 

Noturally, they were then put into their proper form, These 
conference uttercnces nade during direct discussions, necdless to say, were 
not worded properly nd were then -- 

Q In gemeral, I agree 

A You are referring to the 


"I nay repeat you certcoinly were not sent there to look aftor the 


welfare and wrk for the welfare of tie population," 


Is that the piece you sore referring to? 


whet I om reading. 
now, you are sens there not to work for the welfare of 
ation, but for the purpose of extracting evorythihg 
3 5 x © u 
t is what I expect from 


out of these territories. Th 


German nation —" 


as to exploit it to thesztmost so that the German notion 
cen live. That is what I expect you to achieve," 
Before thet it states, however, and this is the sentence I would 
like to read: 
"In theoccupied territories these people have eaten themselves 
full and our nation has starved," 
Q And further you do not deny that these words be long to you: 


"You -re sent there not to wrk for the welfare of the population 
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but to extract every possible —" 


A You have to read that in connection with the preceding part, That 


certainly is not what was said, 
Q Do you deny your own words as stated here? 
A No, I am not emphasizing thet I did not say thet but I m 


lofending myself against the way you are under lining cortoin things ond 


pulling them out of their context ənd I am stating they bolong in the whole 


structure of the thing. 
Q These phrases in the documcnt are very expressive, 
THE FRESIDENT: General Rudenko, could you t’ke ht pauses between 
vour question and answer, between the answer and your question in order 
thot the translators may got it more accurately. 
GENERAL RUDENKO: Certainly, I will be glad to do that, Ili, Presidat, 
mM RAL RUDENKO : 
Q I draw your attention to the following extract on p.ge 113, which 
also underlined. Here are me of your orders. 
"I will do one thihg. I shell make you fill the quotes whi 
mand from each territory, f you cannot fullfil such quotas, 
Ùll reorganize and place there the agencies whichurdar all 
circumstances Will be able to mike you fullfil these quotas, regardless of 
whether you like it or not,” 


Do you see that extract? Is it correct that this is what you 
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A That quotation has not been translated by the interpreter as it 
is written down here in the original. The interpreter who is translating 
your words into German is using certzin expressions which are not contained 
in this document. Squeeze out . « e 

Q I would like to cite s so 

A It says here "to get from and obtain." To get from and obtain, 
and to squeeze out, is a hell of a difference in German, 

Q To get out and to squeeze out is abcut the same thing. And what 
about the phrase "I will place agencies there which under all circumstances 
will be able to make ycu follow my orders." Have you found that place? 

& Get from and not squeeze cut of, 

lQ Did you have any discussion with the commissars of the C Cupied 
territories, and whem do you refer to by "special agency"? 

This doesn't only concern the commissioners of the Eastern 
territories; the commissioners from all territories were present there, 
This concerned the supplies of food which were to be raised by those various 
countries, and we were concerned with the whole food organization in the entire 
European theatre which we had occupied, Shortly before that meeting I had 
been told, and this was perfectly und erstandable as it always is in connectior 
with such matters, that everybocy was holding back so as to have the other 
pushed to the foreground, So as t bring the whole thine on to a brief 
factor, I didn't want these chaps t 2t the better of me in this connecti Ny 
anc since I knew that they were only offering me half I wanted one humdred 
percent more so that we would meet in the middle, 

Q I ask yous these demands which you have given to theparticipants 
in the conference, were they hct mercilessly exploiting the Ccupied 
territories? 

A No, this concerns in the first place food supplies, this conference , 
I meane 

Q But „I talk about plunder. Plunder can consist of plunderinz food 


(Si 


supplies from the ccupied territories? 
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A Ihave just said I was responsible for the feeding of practisally 
the whole territory. Some of it was territory for subsidiary food supplies, 
and others produced more and a certain solution had to be found, and that 
was ninety percent the subject matter £ that conference, namely, to find out 
how much the individual commissioner had to supply. And in the course of that 
conference that I used some rather sharp simple and lively words is something 
that I do not by any means denye Later on exact figures were obtained 
and settled on, namely, what had to be supplied, and that was in fact the 
sutccne of that meeting. 

* I want to draw your attention tc page 116. It states here as 
follows, quoting you, page please ave you found the place? 

A Yese 

Q "Once upon a time it appearec to me that war was somewhat simple. 
At one time this was called plunder; this meant taking that which 
has conquered, At present, hcwever, the forms and the terms have changed. 
For the reason" == have you found the 

* Yes, I have fcund it and I said exactly that during that 
conferencee I emphasize once more tic 


Q That is just what I wanted abli that you really said 


& I did say that, and now I should 1 ke to give you the reason 
that this is a statement where I wanted to say that originally war fed war. 
Today you call it probably something different, but in practice it must 
remain the same thing. 

w All right. I draw your attention to page 119. There, addressing 
the cther participants of the conference you state: 

"You must be present wherever anything is cbtainable which the German 
people need; like hunting dozs you must follow it up and with a commitment 
of life must you bring everything to Germany." Have you found that place? 

A Yes, I have found it, 

Q Did you say 80e 


# I certainly assume that I did say it, yes. 
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Q u di y that, This sentence is naturally a logical develop= 
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ment, an. the conch sion to be drawn from your directives mcans pluncer and 


plunder all you ccn? 
A No, it Coes not. Just after that it goes on to say that cirectives 


5 


were issuc. that soldiers could go shopping, 
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is the sonse of this quotation, 

Q But you do not deny another b:sic sense of your romark thot fron 
all Europe — discussing forced labor -- millions of foreed laborers were 
exported to Germany for slave labor? 

A I am not denying that. We are talking about 2,000,000 workers 3 
but whether they were all brought to Germany in something I ; say at the 
moment, «at any rate, they were used for Goma economy, 

Q You do not deny that this was slavery? 

A Slavory, thet I g ony. Forced labor has of course partly bem 
end the reason for thet I have already stated, 

Q But they were forcibly taken out of their countrics 
Germany? 

artly they were deported f orcibly, 

Q You heerd, defendant Goering, that a 
were read into the record which mde it clear t 
occupicd territories were sont to Germany forcibly; thoy were gathered 
together by all surts of methods thoy were caught in the streets, put into 

sent to Germany uncer guard: and t p cvade being 
doported resulted in terrible reprisals agains people. You have 


heard the documents Which explained 





AAR OIT 


21 MareA@GES-18=1 H0089 — 00 


that they could but as much as they possibly could an as much as they could 
Carry e ses 

Qe I might remind you of this quotation too. However, I will refer to 

sentence arrin, You state, "Soldiers may purchase as much os they want, 

they want, and what they can take by all 

ñe As much as they can carry, yes, and that was necessary because the 
custom authorities had issued limiting orders saying that a 

rry a small parcel, and that appeared wrons to mc, namely, that 

who had fought should have the least benefit from victorye 

Qe In that case you did not deny that the cited extract from your speech 

the 6th of August 1942 belonged to you and was made by you? 
I don't deny that at all. 
I do not -- let us zo on to the next question. Do you admit that as 

the Plenipotentiary of the Four Year Plan you were directing the forced labor 


7 


of millions of citizens of ihe occupied territories, and t defendant Sauckel 


was your immediate subor ate in this activity? Do you admit that? 
e 


Ae Formally as my immediate subordinate, but he was also lirectly 
subordinate to the Fuehrer, a I have already ed that so far as I was 


informed ill be r he re nsibi y; end of course of these measure 


want to draw your attention to your other remer! the same con- 
You will find that on page 101 and 102. 
already been rend to the Tribunal. 


to ask you-now if you found tho place? 


have found it It states here that at this conference -- quoting 
you == "I do not want to catch Gauleiter Sauckel by the ear; he does not need 
that for his misdemeanors, hat he has accomplished in such a short period of 
time regarding the speedy recruitment of man zower from 11 over Europe and 
regarding importing an° mking this manpower available is a unique achicvement. 
Further, on page 103, you say, "These are merely small namberse" Here he talks 
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"about 500,000. What about bringing in almost 2,000,000?". Have vou found the 
place in the document? 
Ae Yes, it is. quite correcte 
Qe It was not explicit. Make it more precise. 
Ae Kock is stating there that he supplied all these people for Sauckel. 
"I repeatedly told him that the whole program of Sauckel's concerned 2,000,000 
workers and that he, Koch, could only way that he supplied 500,000, half as 
muche" In other words, he was claiming that he had supplied the whole lot 
personallye 
q Did you think that 500,000 was a small mmber? 
No, it isn't like thate I have just explained ite Out of 2,000,000, 
according to the total estinate of Sauckel in the past yea S, 500,000 came 


from the Ukraine anc not as Koch was 
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Yes, but ones more may I ask you to lc k at those documents which 

wasn't ordered but that oven the collections for forced labor were 
revulated by other decrees and orderse If one could have finally an 
absolute guarantee, particularly in tho Hast, that all these pcople were 
utterly peaccful and peace-loving pP r ™ k part in 
Partisan activitics and nove | my ac } I probably 
would have used ho sp But security, 
beth in the East and Ve he West -- forced us, especially 


younger mon who were growing up and of an age suitable 


military scrvice, to apprchen them and bring them to Germany for labor. 


safety wore they taken to 


work, but I mus 


previously 


territcrics met answer the questior 


questic E.8% ing to Germany from 


ANDY POX 
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agree but answered that the figure of volunteers must be much 
ani that this mist be a mistake as far as the figures 
All righte You affirm that the number of volunteers wis visibly 
larger but you do not Ceny the fact that there still werc millicns who were 
sent to Germany against their wille You co not deny that. 
ith ut wantin; to tic this down to a figure, the fact that workers 
orce’ to work is something I never deniec, and 7 answered accordinglye 
Let's go on to another question: Tell mo, wiat procedure there 
was for sending on the directives of the OKT to varict.s other arencies and 
che Governnent ? 
T didn't uncerstand the sense of that question at all, 
throuch in translations 
Q ILIweule like you to desesibe the procerwre whith existed 
the direct of the OKW to the liason or s of the Alr Force 
unitse 
question correctly, thn the procedure 
der came from the OKY deressec, to the Air Force, 


zllowing chann > , was an order from the 


by the Fuchrer. then that corder had to be sent to 


directlye If the order cane on the strength of an 


but besimine with the 
words, "By order cf the Fucl " or "On instructions of the I and 
an orc cr in accordance with its 
ce would go to the chief of the Geicral Staff of 1 
again in accordence wi th its 3, he would in tum repcrt it to me 
verbally, cr if it was an apparent matter tire orderwould co directly to the 
ror service departments concerned without cing through the higher command 

curees atoll, Otherwise, work wuld have teen impossible, cwing to the 

very large number cf such orders 
Q In connection with this I would like to ask the foll 
In 1941 in the OX there was prepared a series of directive: 
with reverd to the conduct of the troons in the East and with regard to the 


treatment by them ofthe Soviet population. Specifically, there is 
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about military jurisdiction in the Barbarossa Region == Document C-150 -- 
which has already been submitted to the Tribunal. Accorcing to this 
directive, the German officers hac the risht to shoot any person Suspected 
of action unfav urable tc the Germans, without bringing that person t: court, 
directive alse stated that the German soldiers could not be punished 
for crimes which they comiitted against the local population. Such 
dirsetives must have been known to you -=- they must have been reported to you 

A I would have to see that, from the distribution slip. May I 
See the document, please? 

Q You would like to see the exhibit =- 

A I want to see whether that aceument went straight to me or first 
of all to my officers, 

Q Please lock at the date, 13th of May, 1941, 

* Actually it didn't go aig > me It says on the distribution 
chert, "OB. D.L. Leadership Staff, General Quartermaster." In fact, s: 
far as my troops were concerned, I issued extremely sharp orders and that 
was the reason why I have asked for the Supreme Judge of the Air Force to 
be called as a witr and have now sent him an interrogotary. 

Q You do know about this directive, however? 

A Ihave seen it here, and have subsequehtly asked for the witnesses, 
since this order did not zo di y to the Supreme Commander but went to 
the departments which I have just mentioned. Nevertheless, if the departnent 
acted accordingly, then I do of course formally bear the responsibility -- 
or share it, But we are here concerned with an order from the Leader and 
Supreme Commander of the Armed Forces, which troops eould not have any 
argument about it, 

Q But you do agree that the importance of the document was such that 
you should have known about it? 

A No, otherwise it would have gone Cirectly to my address, to the 
Supreme Commander, and not to the subordinate department, Air Force Leacership 
Staff or General Quartermaster. And from those departments == whether they 
believed that the importance of the document was such or not, I don't know, 


The matter was reported to me, so that they had to get my personal orders 
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and instructi-ns, But anyway in tnis case this did not ecur, since that 


Cocument did not affect us as much as it cid the Army, 


Q But the document was sent to your cepartment and cirtulatead theres 


& I have just emphasized it was between the two service departments, 
Q But somecne must have reported to you about this document, 

it did not have to be reported to me, I explained a little 
earlier that if every order and every directive were reported to me which 
came through in the shape of an order but did not require my interference, 
then I should be drowned in paper; anc that is the reason why 
most important matters were brought to me and reported to me, 

I cannot take it upon my oaht here whethe 


mentioned in a verbal report to me. It is po 


assuming responsibility even for the departments wh 
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Q I would like to be more precise about it. You say that the 


2l Mar-A-EF-20-1. 


most important things, or the important things, were usually reported 
to you; correct? 


That is correcte 

Q I would. like to draw your attention to the document before 
you, third and fourth points of the order, of this directive, The thi: 
point says: 

"Actions of civilians against German armed forces must be auppressed 
by the armed forces locally and immediately and through the utilization 
of the most extreme measures, including extermination of persons so guilty." 

Fourth paragraph: "Thus, no time should be lost ==- 

Just a moment. 

Q The fourth point or paragraph. 

You habe sent me three docrments, and I am trying to find out 
which one; I am trying to sort them oute 

Q All right. 

I shall repeat paragraph three b it has been repeated 
quite erroneously in the German. 

"In the case of all hostile attacks of civilian persons agaħnst 
the armed forces, extreme measures must be taken by the troops and mst 
result in the destruction of the attacker," 

Q and Point Four? 

Then we come to Number Four and it is the paragraph where it 
says that where measures of that kind have been omitted or were originally 


not possible, the suspicious elements will be taken to an officer at 


once, who will decide whether they are to be shot. That is probably 


what you meant, isn't it? 

Q That is all. This is just what I had in mind. Could it be assumed 
that this document, from your point of view, is important enough to have bee 
reported to you? 

It is actually important, but it was not absolutely necessary for 
to be reported since the Fuchrer order made it so absolutely clear that a 
subordinate leader and even a Supreme commander of a part of the armed forces 


could not alter such a clear and strict order, 
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Q I draw your attention once more to the date in the right hand oorner. 


2l MareA~EF-20-2, 


It states there, Fuehrer headquarters, 13 May 194l. 


A 2S @ 


Q Therefore, it means that this was more than a month before the 


German attack on the Soviet Union? already, then, directives were formulated 
about applying military jurisdiction and court martials within the re--.ons 
covered by the Plan Barbarossa, and you did not know about this document? 

A Ifa plan for the mobilization is made, then one must, particularly 
with reference to special cases, lay down what must be done since in accordance 
with experience, the Fuehrer thought that a special threat from the East 
would take place immediately, and that is the reason why these measures were 
laid down which were to be taken if the resistance and the fight behind the 
lines, behind the front would take place. This was, in other words, a 
preparatory order in the event that such matters occured. That must always 
and at all times be done in such connections, 

Q and the officers were given the right to shoot Civilians without 
bringing them to trial? 

An officer could hold a court martial on the spot, but, according 
to this paragraph, he could also, when he was of the opinion and had 
evidence that the opponent was making attacks from the rear, have himshot 
on the spot. That has always occurred, even before, 

Q You thing that the officer was to form the trial and issue 
the verdict right on the spot? 

A That is laid down in the articles of war, that whenever he has 
a unit of his own, he is entitled to appoint a court martial at any time. 

Q But you do agree that there is no question of any trial here? 

It states that he alone could decide what to do with the civilian, 

A He could act alone or use a court martial on the spote All 
he needed was another two people whom he had to call together, and then 
he could hear the case and decide the matter in two orfive minutes, if the 
evidence of the attack was available, 


Q In five minutes or two minutes, you Bay, and then he could shoot 


the person? 
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A If I catch a man, in flagrante delicto, who is shooting from 


2l Mar-\-EF=20=3, 


the rear out of the house or. my troops, then a court martial can settle the 


matter like that ectremely quickly, but if there is no evidence at all, 


then you can not act like that, but here are concerned with immediate 
dealings or fighting against an attack, 

Q Defendant Goering, let us put this question aside. I would lil= 
to point out once more that this directive issued by the headquarters of 
the armed forces was issued on 13 May 1941, which means that even at that 
time officers were given the right to shoot civilians 
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practically on sight? 

A Yes, but I deny that omphaticaly. This docs not mention the giving 
of the right to the officer to shoot a man right away. Lot us put this 

ight. It says hero--and I say once more--that it is attacks by hostile 
persons against the army, and then it says, "here measures of that kind 
necessary, then the suspicions clenents are to be brought before the 
highest officer of the unit and he will decide what the disposition mu-* 

In other words, it does not say that every officer can decide the fate of a 
civilian. 

Q It is quite clear, The second docmment which I would like to quote 
here and question you about—-Excuse me, please. The docwusent is dated 1941 
and has already been submitted as Number USSR 98. 

4 Just a moment, What was the date you mentioned: 

Q 16 Scxtember 1941 is the date of the docuxent. Point B of the 
document. I do not want to quote it. I an merely pointing it out to you. 
It states there that asa rule if a life of a German soldicr is taken, then 
150 comunists should die for that, The method of the execution should put 

? of the population. I am not going to question you 
about the main substance of the document. That is quite clear and needs no 
clarification. I am merely interested in whether you did not know about this 
document cither, 

A No, and it was not passed to m either, merely enother subordinate 
department. The Air F.rce had very little to do with such mtters. 

Q And your subordinates did not report to you about the existence of 

directive? 

A The subject of reprisals is generally know to me, but not to this 
particular date, Later on, I was inforned -- and I would emphasize during the 
war, not here--that to start with five to ten was mentioned in that order 
originally and that the Fuchrer personally altercd that to fifty to one 
hundred, The question is whether you have any evidence thst the Air Force 
did in any place or any time use this, and that is not the case. That is all 


I can tell you about that, 


Q I am asking you about something else, Do not ask me, I am asking 


you. Have your subordinates ever reported to you about this directive? 
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No, but later on I heard about this document, Ata later cate, 


What do you rean by "later date"? Please be more precise, 
A I can not tell you that at the monent. 


war, but now, on the strength of the fact that a igura which was originally 


five to te. had becn eltered by the Puehror personally to fifty to on 


hundred; that foct is waat I heard, 


r On å m ~ 
or one Ger an 


I ha Ve jus t LU o 


explaired it to you. That is how I heard it That was 


ten originally and the Fruwhrer personally put a zero bchind it, 


because « ist fact that I learned about the whele matter, 


You : can the Fuchrer 2dded the zeros? 


i 


THE FRESIDENT 


General Rudenko, do you think it is really 


necessary to 
documents, after a Ly speg themselves, and they have alr eady 


bec presented to the Tribunal. 


GETERAL RUDENKO: I am going to be thr ugh immediately, Mr. President, 


Q Do you know anything about the directives of the OKW with regard to 


treatment of Sovict pris 


anc 
IVL 
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I shall have to see then, 
Q If you please, I wean, kr Presiceunt, the document which was already 


G 


submitteļ to the Tribunal as USSR 338. 
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A I beg to apologize, if I may contradict you. The higher 
I held less I would be concerned with orders Galing with 


on 


war, in fact, were orders meant for certain üepartnents anc not 


highest pclitical or military significance, f I had hac much lower 
Q 


then I might have hac Knowlcdge--much more knowlsuje- of these or. 


now looking at the “oewacnt which you submitted to me--Departmcnt 


on the left: Reference treatment of political anc military 


Russian functionarics. That is the :ocunent I am looking at 


‘Ue 
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ve=-l2th of May, 1941. Fuehrer's 


21 Var-ft—<21-1-HMr 


Please look at the date of the 


headquarters. 


= lovk at thet. 


among the trocps are ne oO. ered prisoners of war but mut be exter- 


must never be transported to the rear. Did you 


any kind, but that 


v. 


that this any directive of 


heacine "Ne that the distributio 


rtment Home Defense, 


then that y 


m 


nee more : This 


epartment chief, anc 


t 


sen etecuted 
A TF rcere 


Q Do you know 3 


ners of war? 


not remember them? 


didn't have any camps with Soviet PO's in the air force. 


No 


Tell me, the f these criminal orders and directives f the 


OKW, were they not issued even before the beginning 


t this show that the 


Soviet Unicon by way of preparing for that war 


German Government anc the Ki ha .Lready made for exterminating the 


Soviet population? 
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A Noe That isn't proved by that at all. All the procf is that we 


21 March=A=DivR-21—2 


thought of the fight azainst the Soviet Union as an extremely hard one, 


and that it was concucted because there were no conventions, 


Q these rules of warfare ape well known to us. Please tell me, do 


know about Himmler's directives given in 1941 about exterminating millions 
of slavs? You heard about it from the witness right here in court. Do 
you remember about that? 

å Yes. Firstly: This wasn't an order but a speech. P It was 
a Statement of Zelewski., And thirdly: In all speeches Himmler mace to his 
subordinate officers he insisted that the contents should be kept absolutely 
secret. In other words, this is a statement from a witness, according to 
what he has heard, and not an order, Consequently, I have no knowledge of 
that affair. 

Q You did not knew. All right. Tell me, in the German totalitarian 
state was there not a central directive center which meant Hitler and his 
immediate associates, including yourself? Thus, these directives must have 
been known not only to Himmler but to others, Himmler alone could not have 

ed directives about exterminating thirty millicn Slavs without Ciscuss- 
ing it or having received directives either from you or from Hitler. 

A Himmler did not give an -rder for the extermination cf thirty 
million Slavs. The witness said that he made a speech in which he said 
that thirty million Slavs should be destroyed. If Himmler would have in 
fact issued such an order, then he would have had to ask the Fuehrer and 
adhere to the Fuehrer's orders, and the Fuehrer would have told him 
immeciately that that was impossible, 

3 I did not talk about an orders I talked about a directive --an in- 
tentione You do admit or you state, rather, that Himmler could have issued 
cirectives without discussing them with Hitler? 

4& I emphasize that such directives from Himmler cculd not 
given, and I knowof no directive or order of that type that has 
tioned herce 

Q Once more I shall repeat this question: Is it not true that the 


cirectives and the orders of the OKil with regard to treating the civilian 
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populations and the prisoners of war in the occupied Soviet territories 
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were part of the gencral directive abvut exterminating the Slavs? This is 
what I want to know. 

A Not at all, At no time has there been a directive originating from 
the Fuehrer or anybody I know referring tc the destruction of the Slavs. 

You must have known aboutthe mass extermination of the Soviet citi- 
gens in the cccupied territories of the Soviet Union with the help cf the 
security police =- the SD. Is it not true that these organs and their 
activities were the results cof the plan prepared long in advance about exe 
terminating both the Jews and other groups of Soviet citizens? 

A Noe Action groups were an internal matter which was kept extremely 
secrete 

GENERAL RUDENKO: I shall have several cther questions. Perhaps it is 

adjourn now and wait for the other questions. 
u think it will take, General Rudenko? 

GENERAL RUDENKO: I think not more than another hour. 

THE PRESIDENT: All these documents which you have been putting to the 
witness, as I have pointed cut to you, are documents which have already 
been put in evidence and documents which seem tc me to speak for themselves. 
I hope, therefore, that you will make your cross examination as short : 


you can, The Tribunal will now adjourn 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 22 March 1946 at 1000 hcurs),. 
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